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TITLE  3— THE  PRESIDENT 

PROCLAMATION  3172 

Armed  Forces  Day 

BY  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
OF  AMERICA 
A  PROCLAMATION 

WHEREAS  the  armed  forces  of  the 
United  States  manifest  our  strength  and 
our  determination  to  maintain  our  na¬ 
tional  freedom  and  security;  and 
WHEREAS  members  of  the  active  and 
reserve  components  of  the  armed  forces 
of  the  United  States  are  engaged  in  pro¬ 
grams  designed  to  demonstrate  to  all  the 
peoples  of  the  world  our  purpose  to  up¬ 
hold  and  defend  the  free  way  of  life;  and 
WHEREAS  the  year  1957  marks  the 
tenth  anniversary  of  the  unification  of 
our  armed  forces  under  the  National 
Security  Act  of  1947 ;  and 
WHEREAS  it  is  appropriate  that  we 
dedicate  one  day  each  year  to  paying 
special  tribute  to  the  members  of  our 
armed  forces,  and  that  on  such  day  the 
armed  forces  demonstrate  to  the  people 
of  the  Nation  their  operations  and  ca¬ 
pabilities;  and 

WHEREAS  it  is  also  appropriate  that 
the  public  be  invited  to  visit  on  that 
day.  within  the  limits  permitted  by  se¬ 
curity  requirements,  the  posts,  camps, 
stations,  bases,  vessels,  armories,  reserve 
centers,  and  other  facilities; 

V  NOW,  'PHEREPORE,  I,  DWIGHT  D. 
EISENHOWER,  President  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  Commander  in 
Chief  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United 
States,  do  hereby  proclaim  the  third 
Saturday  of  May  in  1957  and  the  third 
Saturday  (rf  May  in  each  succeeding  year 
as  Arm^  Forces  Day;  and  I  direct  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  on  behalf  of  the 
Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force,  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  behalf 
of  the  Coast  Guard,  to  mark  that  day 
each  year  with  appropriate  ceremonies, 
to  arrange  for  deinonstrations  and  dis¬ 
plays  at  armed-forces  installations,  to 
invite  participation  by  representatives  of 
all  religious  faiths  in  such  ceremonies,  in 
order  that  the  interdependence  of  the 
deep  and  abiding  religious  faith  of 
Americans  and  our  secvirity  may  be 
recognized,  and  to  work  hand  in  hand 


with  civil  authorities  in  arranging  other 
supporting  activities.  I  further  direct 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  as  my  personal 
representative,  to  assume  the  responsi¬ 
bility  for  initiating,  formulating,  and 
supervising  policies  and  procedures  in 
keeping  with  this  proclamation. 

I  also  invite  the  Governors  of  the 
States,  Territories,  and  possessions  of  the 
Unif«^d  States  to  provide  for  the  observ¬ 
ance  of  Armed  Forces  Day  each  year  in 
such  manner  as  will  afford  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  the  people  of  the  United  States 
to  become  better  acquainted  with  their 
armed  forces,  both  active  and  reserve. 

And  I  call  upon  my  fellow  citizens  to 
display  the  flag  of  the  United  States  on 
Armed  Forces  Day,  in  recognition  of  the 
sacrifice  and  devotion  to  duty  of  the 
membei’s  of  the  armed  forces. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have 
hereunto  set  my  hand  and  caused  the 
Seal  of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
be  affixed. 

DONE  at  the  City  of  Washington  this 
fifth  day  of  March  in  the  year  of  our 
Lord  nineteen  hundred  and 
[SEAL]  fifty-seven,  and  of  the  Inde¬ 
pendence  of  the  United  States 
of  America  the  one  hundred  and  eighty- 
first. 

,  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower 

By  the  President: 

John  Foster  Dulles, 

Secretary  of  State. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1806;  Piled,  Mar.  6.  1957; 
;i:33  a.  m.] 


TITLE  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  XI — ^Agricultural  Conserva¬ 
tion  Program  Service,  Department 
of  Agriculture 

(ACP-1957,Supp.2] 

Part  1101 — ^National  Agricultural 
Conservation 

Subpart — 1957 

state  funds 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  under  sections 
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7-17  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Do¬ 
mestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  and 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  Farm 
Credit  Administration  Appropriation 
Act,  1957,  the  1957  National  Agricultural 
Conservation  Program,  approved  July  2, 
1956  (21  P.  R,  5034) ,  as  amended  July  18, 
1956  (21  F.  R.  5480),  is  further  amended 
as  follows: 

Section  1101.802  (a)  is  amended  by  de¬ 
leting  the  allocation  of  funds  and  sub¬ 
stituting  therefor  the  following: 

Alabama  _  $6, 163, 000 

Alaska  _ _  44, 000 

Arizona  _  1,566,000 

Arkansas _ 4,  890,  000 

California  _ 6,  750,  000 

Colorado  _ _  3, 366, 000 

Connecticut _ _  504, 000 

Delaware  _ _ _  339,  000 

Florida _  2,  710, 000 

Georgia  _  7, 317, 000 

Hawaii _  188,000 

Idaho  . . :  1,806,000 

Illinois _  8,718,000 

Indiana _ _  5, 659, 000 

Iowa _  9,  530, 000 

Kansas _  6,  612,  000 

Kentucky  _ _  6, 956, 000 

Louisiana  _ 4,  299, 000 

Maine _  972,000 

Maryland  _ -  1, 324, 000 

Massachusetts _  557, 000 

Michigan _ _  5, 064,  OOO 

Minnesota _ _  6, 131,  000 

Mississippi  _ -  6,  568,  000 

Missouri  - _ —  9,085,000 

Montana _ _  3, 824, 000 

Nebraska _  6,  385, 000 

Nevada _ /' _ -  373, 000 

New  Hampshire _ _  529, 000 

New  Jersey  ; _ -  736,  000 

New  Mexico _  1,919,000 

New  York . -  4,  803,  000 

North  Carolina _  6, 515, 000 

North  Dakota  ... _ _  4, 622, 000 

Ohio _  5,973,000 

Oklahoma _ _ _ _  7, 468,  000 

Oregon _ _ _ - _ _  2,  271, 000 

Pennsylvania _  5, 101, 000 

Puerto  Rico _ -  862,  000 

Rhode  Island _  85,  000 

South  Carolina _  3,  577, 000 

South  Dakota  - _  4,814,000 

Tennessee _ -  5, 353, 000 

Texas  - _ — -  19,991,000 

Utah  _  1,  361,  000 

Vermont  _ _  li  103, 000 

Virgin  Islands _  12, 000 

Virginia _ _ _ _ _ —  4, 504,  000 

Washington _  2, 438, 000 

West  Virginia _ — -  1,606,000 

Wisconsin _  5,  540, 000 

Wyoming  _ _ -  2, 117, 000 

Total  _ 210,000,000 

(Secs.  4,  49  Stat.  164;  16  U.  S.  C.  590d.  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  secs.  7-17,  49  Stat.  1148,  as 
amended,  70  Stat.  233;  16  U.  S.  C.  590g-590q) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C..  this  1st 
day  of  March  1957. 

[seal]  E?  L,  Peterson, 

Assistant  Secretary, 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1720;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 

8:51  a.  m.1 
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TITLE  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

Subchapter  B— Food  and  Food  Products 

Part  37-^Pish;  Definitions  and  Stand¬ 
ards  OF  Identity;  Standards  of  Pill 
OF  Container  ' 

order  extending  time  in  which  to  file 

OBJECTIONS  TO  ORDER  ACTING  ON  PRO¬ 
POSAL  TO  ADOPT  DEFINITION  AND  STANDARD 
OF  IDENTITY  AND  STANDARDS  OF  FILL  OF 
CONTAINER  FOR  CANNED  TUNA  FISH 

A  request  has  been  received  requesting’ 
a  60-day  extension  of  time  in  which  to 
file  objections  to  the  order  promulgating 
a  definition  and  standard  of  identity  > 
and  standards  of  fill  of  container  for 
canned  tuna  fish  which  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register'  of  February  13. 
1957  (22  P.  R.  892,  979).  The  request 
sets  forth  reasonable  grounds  for  such 
extension. 

In  exercise  of  the  authority  vested  In 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  by  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  401,  701,  52  Stat. 
1046,  1055,  as  amended  70  Stat.  919;  21 
U.  S.  C.  341, 371)  and  in  accordance  with 
the  authority  delegated  to  him  by  the 
Secretary  (22  P.  R.  1045) ,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  hereby  extends 
until  May  13,  1957,  the  time  for  filing 
objections  to  the  order  promulgating  a 
definition  and  standard  of  identity  and 
standards  of  fill  of  container  for  canned 
tuna  fish. 

Dated:  February  28, 1957. 

[seal]  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-1693;  Filed,  Mar.  6,  1957; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


TITLE  25— INDIANS 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs, 
Department  of  the  Interior 

Subchapter  R— 4.eate«  and  Sole  of  Minerals, 
Restricted  Indian  Lands 

Part  186 — ^Leasing  of  Tribal  Lands  for 
Mining 

Part  195 — ^Leasing  of  Lands  in  Crow 
Indian  Reservation,  Montana,  for 
Mining 

ACREAGE  limitation 

1.  Section  186.9  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  186.9  Acreage  limitation.  A  lessee 
may  acquire  more  than  one  lease  but  no 
single  lease  shall  be  granted  for  mining 
purposes  on  Indian  tribal  or  restricted 
Indian  lands,  exclusive  of  Osage  and 
Quapaw  lands,  in  excess  of  the  following 
acreage  except  where  the  rule  of  approxi¬ 
mation  applies: 

(a)  For  oil  and  gas  and  all  other 
minerals,  except  coal,  2,560  acres. 

(b)  (1)  For  coal,  a  lease  shall 
dinarily  be  limited  to  2,560  acres.  The 
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Commissioner  may,  however,  upon  appli¬ 
cation,  approve  the  combining  of  leases 
held  by  one  or  more  lessees,  or  approve 
the  Issuance  of  a  single  lease  for  more 
than  2.560  acres  in  a  reasonably  com¬ 
pact  form,  if  he  shall  find  that  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  such  larger  acreage  is  in  the 
interest  of  the  lessor  and  is  necessary  to 
permit  the  establishment  or  construction 
of  thermal  electric  power  plants  or  other 
industrial  facilities  on  or  near  the  reser¬ 
vation.  He  may  prescribe  provisions  in 
such  larger  leases  to  require  relinquish¬ 
ment  of  acreage  in  the  event  of  failure  to 
construct  facilities,  or  may  require  ad¬ 
vance  rental  or  minimum  royalty  pay¬ 
ments  on  a  part  of  the  acreage  as  a  con* 
dition  for  combining  leases  or  issuance  of 
a  single  lease  in  excess  of  2.560  acres. 

(2)  The  Commissioner,  with  the  con¬ 
sent  of  the  lessor,  may  alter,  change,  or 
modify  the  development  and  producing 
requirements  of  the  several  leases  and 
provide  that  operations  and  production 
on  one  lease  shall  be  deemed  to  satisfy 
the  development  and  producing  require¬ 
ments  as  to  each  lease  combined. 

2.  Section  195.10  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

8  195.10  Lease  acreage.  The  provi¬ 
sions  of  8  186.9  of  this  subchapter,  or  as 
hereafter  amended,  are  applicable  to 
leases  under  this  part. 

(Secs.  16.  17,  48  Stat.  987,  988,  sec.  9.  49  Stat. 
1968.  sec.  4.  62  Stat.  348;  25  U.  S.  C.  396d, 
476,  477.  509) 

Hatfield  Chilson. 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

February  28, 1957. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  67-1695;  FUed,  Mar.  6,  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


TIRE  33— NAVIGATION  AND 
NAVIGABLE  WATERS 

Chopter  I — Coast  Guard,  Department 
of  the  Treasury 

Swbchapter  K — Security  of  Vessels 
[CGFR  57-61 

Part  121 — Special  Validation  Endorse¬ 
ment  FOR  Emergency  Service  for 
Merchant  Marine  Personnel 

HOLDERS  OF  SPECIAL  VALIDATION 
ENDORSEMENT 

It  is  hereby  found  that  compliance 
with  the  notice  of  proposed  rule  making, 
public  rule  making  procedures  thereon, 
and  effective  date  requirements  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  since  this 
amendment  of  33  C7PR  Part  121  is  to  give 
effect  to  Executive  Order  10173,  as 
^  amended,  and  in  the  public  interest 
should  be  placed  in  effect  as  soon  as 
possible. 

'By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me 
as  Commandant,  United  States  Coast 
Guard,  by  Executive  Order  10173,  as 
amended,  8  121.09  (b)  is  amended  to  read 
—  as  follows: 

(b)  If  the  holder  refuses  or  fails  to 
submit  complete  replies  within  30  days 
after  receipt  of  the  request,  the  Com¬ 
mandant  may  issue  the  written  notice 
provided  for  in  §121.11  (a). 

I 


This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  upon  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

(40  stat.  220,  as  amended;  50  U.  S.  C.  191. 
E.  O.  10173,  15  F.  B.  7005,  3  CPR,  1950  Supp., 
E.  O.  10277,  16  P.  R.  7537,  3  CPR,  1951  Supp., 
E.  O.  10352,  17  P.  B.  4607,  3  CPR,  1952  Supp.) 

Dated:  February  18,  1957. 

[SEAL]  A.  C.  Richmond, 

Vice  Admiral,  U.  S.  Coast  Guard, 

Commandant. 

(F.  B.  Doc.  57-1725;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


.  Subchapter  I— Security  of  Waterfront  Facilities 
(OGFR  57-7] 

Part  125— Identification  Credentials 
FOR  Persons  Requiring  Access  to 
Waterfront  Facilities  or  Vessels 

HOLDERS  OF  COAST  GUARD  PORT  SECURITY 
CARDS 

It  is  hereby  found  that  compliance 
with  the  notice  of  proposed  rule  making, 
public  rule  making  procedures  thereon, 
and  effective  date  requirements  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  since  this 
amendment  of  33  C7FR  Part  125  is  to 
give  effect  to  Executive  Order  10173,  as 
amended,  and  in  the  public  interest 
should  be  placed  in  effect  as  soon  as 
possible. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  In 
me  as  Commandant,  United  States  Coast 
Guard  by  Executive  Order  10173,  as 
amended,  §  125.33  (b)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

(b)  If  the  holder  refuses  or  fails  to 
submit  complete  replies  within  30  days 
after  receipt  of  the  request,  the  Com¬ 
mandant  may  issue  the  written  notice 
provided  for  in  §  125.35  (a) . 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
upon  the  date  of  publication  in  the  Fed- 
*ERAL  Register. 

(40  stat.  220,  as  amended;  50  U.  S.  C.  191. 
E.  O.  10173,  15  P.  B.  7005,  3  CPR.  1950  Supp., 
E.  O.  10277,  16  P.  R.  7537,  3  CPR,  1951  Supp., 
E.  O.  10352,  17  P.  R.  4607,  3  CPR,  1952  Supp.) 

Dated;  February  18,  1957, 

[seal!  a.  C.  Richmond, 

Vice  Admiral,  V.  S.  Coast  Guard, 
Commandant. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1727;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 
8:53  a.  m.]^ 


TITLE  36— PARKS,  FORESTS,  AND 
MEMORIALS 

Chapter  I— National  Park  Service, 
Department  of  the  Interior 

Part  20 — Special  Regulations 

GRAND  TETON  NATIONAL  PARK;  FISHING 

1.  Subparagraph  (4)  of  paragraph 
(b)  Fishing,  of  §  20.22,  Grand  Teton  Na¬ 
tional  Park,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

(4)  The  use  or  possession  of  fish  eggs 
or  fish  for  bait  is  prohibited  in  all  Park 
waters,  except  that  it  shall  be  permis¬ 
sible  to  use  and  have  in  possession  dead 
'  fish  for  use  as  bait  on  or  along  the 


shores  of  Jackson  Lake.  Authorized  ^ 
dealers  in  bait  fish  may  retain  such  fish  t 
in  live  condition  in  containers  removed 
from  any  fishing  waters,  but  such  fish 
must  be  dead  when  sold. 

(Sec.  3,  39  Stat.  535,  as  amended;  16  U.  S.  C. 

3) 

Issued  this  first  day  of  February  1957. 

Frank  R.  Oberhansley, 
Superintendent, 

Grand  Teton  National  Park. 

IP.  B.  Doc.  67-1704;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


TITLE  39— POSTAL  SERVICE 

Chapter  I— Post  Office  Department 

Part  4 — ^Information  on  Postal  Matters 
Part  46 — ^Rural  Service 
Part  61 — ^Money  Orders 

Part  100 — Postal  Union  Articlm 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

1.  Section  4.2  General  postal  publica¬ 
tions,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  4.2  General  postal  publications. 
The  following  postal  publications  are 
available  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents.  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington  25,  D.  C.: 

(a)  The  Postal  Manual  contains  the 
regulations  and  internal  instructions 
governing  the  operation  of  the  Postal 
Service.  Chapter  1  contains  the  regula¬ 
tions  governing  domestic  mail  service  in¬ 
tended  to  assist  the  mailing  public  in 
obtaining  maximum  use  of  this  service. 
Chapter  2  contains  corresponding  regu¬ 
lations  governing  the  international  mail 
service.  ($2  for  chapters  1  and  2,  to¬ 
gether  with  periodic  looseleaf  supple¬ 
ments  for  approximately  1  year.) 

(b)  Directory  of  Post  Offices  contains 

(1)  a  list  of  postal  delivery  zone  offices, 

(2)  an  alphabetical  list  of  post  offices.  (3) 
a  list  of  post  offices  arranged  alphabeti¬ 
cally  by  States,  and  (4)  a  list  of  Army 
and  Air  Force  installations.  ($8  with 
binder;  $5  without  binder.  '  Prices  in¬ 
clude  subscription  to  looseleaf  amend¬ 
ments  for  an  indefinite  period.) 

(c)  Directory  of  International  Mail 
contains  rates  and  other  conditions  in  de¬ 
tail  governing  mail  to  foreign  countries, 
but  excludes  the  information  covered  in 
general  for  all  countries  in  chapter  2 
of  the  Postal  Manual.  ($5  with  binder; 
$2.50  without  binder.  Prices  include  sub¬ 
scription  to  looseleaf  amendments  for  an 
indefinite  period.) 

(d)  The  Postal  Bulletin  Is  Issued  once 

a  week  to  transmit  timely  or  transitionat 
instructions  and  information  relating  to 
the  Postal  service,  including  philatelic, 
air  mail,  money  order,  parcel  post,  etc. 
($2.25  a  year.)  '**-■ 

(e)  Post  Offices  by  Counties  lists  all 
post  offices  alphabetically  by  counties 
within  States,  post  offices  where  county 
seat  courthouses  are  located,  the  number 
of  rural  mail  boxes  served  from  the  vari¬ 
ous  post  offices  within  each  county,  the 
number  of  star  route  boxes  served,  and 
the  number  of  boxes  at  those  post  offices 
which  do  not  have  city  carrier  service. 
(60  cents  a  copy.). 
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(f)  Receipts  and  Classes  of  Post 
Oflaces  lists  all  post  oflBces  alphabetically 
by  States  and  gives  their  receipts  and 
their  class  and  the  salary  level  of  the 
postmaster.  ($1.00  a  copy.) 

(g)  First-Class  Post  OflBces  with 
Named  Stations  and  Branches  lists  all 
first-class  post  offices  with  branches  and 
named  stations  arranged  alphabetically 
by  States.  It  includes  post  office  unit 
numbers  and  has  been  prepared  for  use 
in  mailing  parcel  post  under  readjusted 
size  and  weight  limits.  (35  cents  a  copy.) 

(h)  Postal  Laws  is  a  compilation  of 
all  the  laws  affecting  the  Post  Office 
Department.  It  contains  all  of  title  39 
of  the  U.  S.  Code,  as  well  as  pertinent 
parts  of  titles  5,  6,  10,  16,  18,  28,  31,  and 
41.  ($1.00  a  copy.) 

(i)  Postage  Stamps  of  the  United 
States,  1847-1955,  lists  all  issues  of 
stamps  from  the  first  adhesive  stamp, 
issued  in  1847,  through  the  Andrew  Mel¬ 
lon  Stamp,  issued  December  20,  1955. 
It  contains  an  illustration  of  each  stamp 
and  gives  detailed  information  on  each 
stamp  as  well  as  miscellaneous  historical 
information  on  stamps.  (75  cents  a 
copy.) 

(j)  United  States  Domestic  Postage 
Rates  1789-1956  contains  a  compilation 
of  United  States  domestic  rates,  fees,  and 
charges  from  March  4,  1789,  to  Septem¬ 
ber  1, 1956.  (45  cents  a  copy.) 

(R.  S.  161, 396,  as  amended;  5  XT.  S.  C.  22, 369) 

2.  In  §  46.5  Rural  "boxes  (21  P.  R. 
8395),  add  the  following  to  paragraph 

(c)  :  “For  the  purpose  of  this  regulation 
the  name  of  the  publication  on  the 
receptacle  will  not  be  considered 
advertising.” 

(R.  S.  161,  396,  as  amended;  sec.  1,  39  Stat. 
423;  5  U.  S.  C.  22,  369,  39  U.  S.  C.  191,  192) 

3.  In  §  61.4  Lost  or  damaged  money 
orders  (21  P.  R.  8106) ,  amend  paragraph 

(d)  to  read  as  follows; 

(d)  Payment  of  duplicate  orders.  A 
duplicate  money  order  is  payable  only 
to  the  payee  named  thereon  or  to  his 
endorsee. 

(R.  S.  161,  396,  as  amended,  4027;  5  XT.  S.  C. 
22,  369,  39  U.  S.  C.  711) 

4.  In  §  100.1  Services  available  and  air 
mail  rates,  amend  the  table  of  countries 
as  follows: 

Opposite  “Libya  (United  Kingdom 
of)  ”  and  under  “Special  delivery” 
change  X  to  V. 

(R.  S.  161,  396,  as  amended,  398,  as  amended; 
6  U.  S.  C.  22,  369,  372) 

[SEAL]  Abe  McGregor  Goff, 
General  Counsel. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1716;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


TITLE  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  I— Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 

Swbchapter  A— Alaska 
[Circular  1971] 

Part  65 — ^Homesteads  in  Alaska 

mSCELLANEOnS  AMENDMENTS 

On  pages  9995-9996,  inclusive,  of  the 
Federal  Register  of  December  15,  1956, 


there  was  published  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  allowii^  a  home¬ 
steader  settling  on  unsurveyed  public 
lands  in  Alaska  to  make  single  final  proof 
prior  to  survey  of  the  lands.  Interested 
persons  were  given  30  days  within  which 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations.  No  comments  or 
suggestions  were  submitted  within  the 
30-day  period.  Consequently,  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  are  hereby  adopted 
without  change  and  are  set  forth  below. 

Hatfield  Chilson, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 

February  28,  1957. 

Part  65  is  amended  as  indicated  below: 

1.  Footnote  1  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

'The  homestead  laws  were  extended  to 
Alaska  by  the  act  of  May  14,  1898  (30  Stat. 
409;  48  XT.  S.  C.  371),  which  was  amended 
hy  the  acts  of  March  3,  1903  (32  Stat.  1028; 
48  U.  S.  C.  371),  July  8,  1916  (39  Stat.  352; 
48  U.  S.  C.  373-375,  378) ,  June  28,  1918  (40 
Stat.  632;  48  U.  S.  C.  373-375,  378),  April.  13, 
1926  (44  Stat.  243;  48  U.  S.  C.  379,  380,  380a), 
and  July  11,  1956  (70  Stat.  528;  48  U.  S.  C. 
371c  and  375). 

2.  Section  65.3b  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  65.3b  Failure  to  file  notice.  Unless 
a  notice  of  the  claim  is  filed  within  the 
time  prescribed  in  §  65.3,  no  credit  shall 
be  given -for  residence  and  cultivation 
had  prior  to  the  filing  of  notice  or  appli¬ 
cation  to  make  entry,  whichever  is 
earliest. 

3.  The  title  and  text  of  §  65.8  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  65.8  Applications  for  entry,  (a)  A 
homestead  application  must  describe  the 
lands  desired,  il  surveyed,  according  to 
legal  subdivisio'ns  as  shown  by  the  plat 
of  survey,  and,  excepting  that  it  must 
thus  conform  and  that  the  lands  must 
be  contiguous,  there  is  no  restriction 
as  to  the  shape  of  the  tract  which  may 
be  entered.  Where  a  settlement  was 
made  and  a  location  notice  posted  and 
filed  for  record  before  the  extension  of 
the  surveys,  the  application  should  make 
reference  thereto;  it  should  .^be  stated 
also  to  what  extent  the  land  applied  for 
is  different  from  that  covered  by  the 
notice ;  and  the  settler  may  not  abandon 
all  of  the  subdivisions  covered  by  the 
location  unless  a  showing  is  made  which 
would  justify  amendment  of  his  claim. 

(b)  A  homestead  application  must 
describe  the  lands  desired,  if  unsurveyed, 
by  metes  and  bounds  with  relation  to 
some  natural  or  permanent  monuments, 
and  give  the  approximate  latitude  and 
longitude  and  otherwise  with  as  much 
certainty  as  possible  without  actual  sur¬ 
vey.  Reference  should  be  made  to  the 
serial  number  of  the  notice  of  settlement 
previously  filed.  If  there  has  been  any 
material  deviation  made  in  the  descrip, 
tion  of  the  land  claimed,  a  full  expla¬ 
nation  must  be  given  of  the  reason  for 
such  deviation.  A  homestead  applica¬ 
tion  for  unsurveyed  lands  must  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  the  settler’s  final  or 
commutation  homestead  proof. 

4.  Section  65.20  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 


§  65.20  Survey  without  expense  to 
settler.  The  land  included  in  a  settle¬ 
ment  claim  may  be  surveyed  without 
expense  to  the  settler,  provided  he  sub¬ 
mits,  within  five  years  from  the  date  of 
the  ^ing  of  notice  of  settlement  claim  in 
the  land  office,  an  application  to  enter  on 
Form  4-007  and  acceptable  final  or  com¬ 
muted  homestead  proof  as  required  by 
§  65.23. 

5.  Section  65.21  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  65.21  Survey  at  expense  of  settler. 
A  settler  who  wishes  to  secure  earlier 
action  in  the  matter  of  survey  may  have 
a  survey  made  at  his  own  expense  by  a 
deputy  surveyor  appointed  by  the  author¬ 
ized  officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management. 

6.  Section  65.22  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  65.22  Application  to  enter  land  in^ 
eluded  in  special  survey.  After  a  special 
survey  has  been  made,  in  accordance 
with  §  65.21^  application  to  enter  should 
be  made  as  in  the  case  of  other  settle¬ 
ments  on  surveyed  lands. 

7.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  65.23  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  65.23  Submission  of  proof.  (a) 
Proof  may  be  submitted  without  previous 
notice  of  intention  by  publication. 

8.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  65.25.is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  65.25  Publication  and  posting,  (a) 
Where  a  special  survey  has  been  made, 
the  notice  of  proof  must  give  the  survey 
number  of  the  land,  and  other  informa¬ 
tion  required  by  §  60.3  of  this  chapter, 
and  it  must  be  published  once  a  week  for 
nine  consecutive  weeks,  in  accordance 
with  §  106.14  of  this  chapter,  at  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  the  applicant,  in  a  newspaper 
designated  by  the  manager  as  being  one 
of  general  circulation  nearest  the  land. 
Moreover,  during  the  period  of  publica¬ 
tion  the  entryman  must  keep  a  copy  of 
the  plat,  and  of  his  notice  of  having  made 
proof,  posted  in  a  conspicuous  place  on 
the  land. 

(R.  S.  2478,  sec.  1,  SO  Stat.  409,  as  amended; 
43  U.  S.  C.  1201, 48  U.  S.  C.  371 ) 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-1699;  FUed,  Mar.  6,  1957; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


Appendix— Public  Land  Orders 
[Public  Land  Order  1393] 

[71797] 

Arizona  and  New  Mexico 

PARTIALLY  REVOKING  DEPARTMENTAL  ORDERS 
OF  NOVEMBER  26.  1906,  JANUARY  15, 
1908,  AND  JUNE  11,  1908,  WHICH  RE¬ 
SERVED  LANDS  FOR  USE  OF  FOREST  SERVICE 
AS  ADMINISTRATIVE  SITES 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  In 
the  President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952,  It  is 
ordered  as  follows: 

1.  The  orders  described  below,  with¬ 
drawing  public  lands  in  Arizona  and  New 
Mexico  for  use  of  the  Forest  SCTvice,  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  as  administra- 
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live  sites,  are  hereby  revoked  so  far  as 
they  affect  the  lands  described: 

ARIZONA 

(a)  The  departmental  order  of  Janu¬ 
ary  15,  1908,  reserving  the  following- 
describ^  lan^  as  the  Base  Line  Admin¬ 
istrative  Site: 

GuJi  AND  Salt  Ritkb  Mxbjdian 
T.  1  S.,  R.  31  E., 

Sec.  8.  an  irregular  tract  comprising  6.07 
acres. 

(b)  The  departmental  order  of  Jime 
11,  1908,  reserving  the  following  de¬ 
scribed  lands  as  the  Pine  Flat  Admin¬ 
istrative  Site: 

Onji  AND  Salt  Rivxa  Mbudian 
T.  1  S..  R.  29  E., 

Secs., 3. 4,  9.  and  10,  an  Irregular  tract  com¬ 
prising  80  acres. 

NEW  MEXICO 

(c)  The  departmental  order  of  No¬ 
vember  26, 1906,  reserving  the  following- 
described  lands  as  Ranger  Stations  Nos. 
31  and  55: 

New  Mexico  PemciPAL  MeemiAN 
Station  No.  31 
T  11  S  R  20  W 

Sec.  23.  lots  6  and  9  (formerly  E^SE^). 

The  areas  described  aggregate  80 
acres. 

Station  No.  55 

T.  15  8.,  R.  16  W., 

Sec.  7,  lots  1  and  2. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  80.93 
acres. 

2.  Lots  1  and  2.  sec.  7,  T.  15  S.,  R.  16 
W.,  N.  M.  P.  M.,  New  Mexico,  are  within 
Power  Site  Reserve  No.  759  created  by 
the  Ebcecutive  order  of  November  22. 
1924.  These  lands  shall  be  opened  to 
mining  location  pursuant  to  the  act  of 
August  11. 1955  (69  Stat.  683;  30  U.  S.  C. 
621)  on  April  5,  1957.  Lots  6  and  9,  sec. 
23.  T.  11  S.,  R.  20  W.,  N.  M.  P.  M.,  New 
Mexico  were  withdrawn  by  Public  Laiid 
Order  No.  1119  of  April  12,  1955,  for  use 
of  the  Forest  Service  as  the  South  West¬ 
ern  Baptist  Association,  Inc.,  Organiza¬ 
tion  Camp  (recreation  area). 

3.  The  ‘  remaining  lands,  aggregating 
approximately  86.07  acres,  are  within  the 
Gila  National  Forest,  Arizona,  and  shall 
be  opened,  subject  to  any  valid  existing 
rights  and  the  requirements  of  applica¬ 
ble  law.  to  such  applications,  selections, 
and  locations  as  are  permitted  on  na¬ 
tional  forest  lands  effective  at  10:00 
a.  m.  on  February  28, 1957. 

Hatfield  Chilson, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 

(P.  R.  Doc-  57-1696;  Piled,  Mar.  6.  1957; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


[Public  Land  Order  1394] 

Alaska 

WITHDRAWING  PUBLIC  LANDS  FOR  RECRE- 
4JIONAL  purposes;  partially  REVOKING 
PUBLIC  LAND  (»DERS  NO.  802  OF  FEBRUARY 
5,  1952  AND  NO.  891  OF  APRIL  IS,  1953 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
President  and  pursuant  to  Elxecutive 


Order  No.  10355  of  May  26.  1952,  it  is 
ordered  as  follows: 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
following-described  public  lands  in 
Alaska,  which  have  been  classified  as 
chiefly  valuable  for  recreational  pur¬ 
poses,  are  hereby  withdrawn  from  all 
forms  of  appropriation  under  the  public 
land  laws,  including  the  mining  but  not 
the  mineral-leasing  laws  nor  the  act  of 
July  31.  1947  (61  Stat.  681;  69  Stat.  367; 
30  U.  S.  C.  601-604)  as  amended,  and 
reserved  for  administration  or  transfer 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
act  of  May  4. 1956  (70  Stat.  130) : 
(Palrbanks  012679] 

Lake  Minchumina 
Lot  1.  U.  S.  Survey  No.  3315. 

The  tract  described  contains  2.04 
acres. 

(Anchorage  026810] 

Nanct  Lake  Area — Seward  Mertoian 
T  19  N  R  4  W 

Sec.  34.  lots  4  and  19.  S^^SW^^NE^^. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  approxi¬ 
mately  63.14  acres. 

[Anchorage  026981] 

Peter’s  Creek — Seward  MERmiAN 

T.  15  N.,  R.  1  W., 

Sec.  5,  lots  68,  78  and  79; 

Sec.  9,  lots  10.  14.  NEHNEV4SEV4.  Ni/, 
SE%NEV4SEV4.  WV^SW^SEi^NEl^SEl^. 
NViNW»ASEy4SEy4,  W>/2NW>4NE^SEV4 
SEV4. 

The  areas  described  contain  approxi¬ 
mately  49.08  acres. 

[Anchorage  027659] 

Talkeetna  Lake — Seward  Meridian 
T.  26  N.,  R.  4  W., 

Sec.  29.  that  portion  of  lot  1  which  would 
be  described  in  terms  of  normal  sub¬ 
division  as  NWV4NW»ANW^  and  N»4 
SWy4NWV4NW%; 

Sec.  30.  that  portion  of  lot  3  which  would 
be  described  in  terms  of  normal  sub¬ 
division  as  NEl^SE^NE^. 

The  areas  described  contain  approxi¬ 
mately  15  acres. 

Public  Land  Orders  No.  802  of  Febru¬ 
ary  5,  1952  and  No.  891  of  April  15.  1953, 
which  reserved  lands  for  classification^ 
are  hereby  revoked  so  far  as  they  affect 
lots  68,  78  and  79.  sec.  5  and  lots  10, 
14.  NEy4NEy4SEy4.  Ny»sEy4NEy4SEy4. 

w  y2Swy4SEy4NE  yiSE  y4,  n  y2Nwy4SEy4 
sEy4.  wy2Nwy4NEy4SEy4SEy4,  sec.  9. 
T.  15  N.,  R.  1  W. 

Hatfield  Chilson, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

February  28. 1957. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1697;  Piled,  Jyfar.  6,  1957; 
8:46  a.m.] 


.  [Public  Land  Order  1395] 

[71181] 

Idaho 

POWER  SITE  RESTORATION  NO.  521 ;  PAR¬ 
TIALLY  REVOKING  THE  EXECUTIVE  (»DER 
OF  NOVEMBER  21,  1916,  WHICH  CREATED 
POWER  SITE  RESERVE  NO.  565 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  In 
the  President  by  section  1  of  the  act  of 


June  25,  1910,  c.  421  (36  Stat.  847;  43 
U.  S.  C.  141)  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26.  1952,  it  is 
ordered  as  follows: 

1.  The  Executive  order  of  November 
21,  1916,  creating  Power  Site  Reserve 
No.  565,  as  construed  by  Departmental 
Interpretation  No.  13  of  April  22,  1922, 
is  hereby  revoked  so  far'  as  it  affects  the 
following -described  lands: 

Boise  Meridun 

T.  9  S..  R.  17  E., 

Sec.  34.  lots  7,  8,  and  9; 

Sec.  35.  NV^NV^. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  279.19 
acres. 

2.  The  lands  are  located  about  three 
miles  northerly  from  Twin  Palls,  Idaho, 
on  the  north  side  of  the  Snake  River 
Canyon.  They  lie  in  and  are  adjacent 
to  a  fairly  large  block  of  Federal  land 
which  extends  several  miles  to  the  west, 
north,  and  east.  U.  S.  Highway  93 
crosses  the  lands  at  approximately  the 
subdivision  line  between  lots  8  and  9. 
The  topography  is  generally  undulating 
to  rolling  and  beset  with  numerous  large 
lava  outcrops.  The  vegetation  consists . 
mainly  of  cheat  grass  and  mustard  with 
minor  quantities  of  other  annual  weeds 
and  grasses.  The  land  is  unsuitable  for 
farming  because  of  adverse  topography 
and  rock. 

3.  No  application  for  the  lands  may  be 
allowed  under  the  homestead,  desert- 
land.  small  tract,  or  any  other  nonmin¬ 
eral  public-land  law*  unless  the  lands 
have  already  been  classified  as  valuable 
or  suitable  for  such  type  of  application, 
or  shall  be  so  classified  upon  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  an  application.  Any  appli¬ 
cation  that  is  filed  will  be  considered  on 
its  merits.  The  lands  will  not  be  subject 
to  occupancy  or  disposition  until  they 
have  been  classified. 

4.  Subject  to  any  valid  existing  rights 
and  the  requirements  of  applicable  law. 
the  lands  are  hereby  opened  to  filing  of 
applications,  selections,  and  locations  in 
accordance  with  the  following: 

a.  Applications  and  selections  under 
the  nonmineral  public-land  laws  may 
be  presented  to  the  Manager  mentioned 
below,  beginning  on  the  date  of  this 
order.  Such  applications  and  selections 
will  be  considered  as  filed  on  the  hour 
and  respective  dates  shown  for  the 
various  classes  enumerated  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  paragraphs: 

(1)  Applications  by  persons  having 
prior  existing  valid  settlement  rights, 
preference  rights  conferred  by  existing 
laws  or  equitable  claims  subject  to  al¬ 
lowance  and  confirmation  will  be  adjudi¬ 
cated  on  the  facts  presented  in  support 
of  each  claim  or  right.  All  applications 
presented  by  persons  other  than  those 
referred  to  in  this  paragraph  will  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  applications  and  claims  men¬ 
tioned  in  this  paragraph. 

(2)  All  valid  applications  under  the 
Homestead,  Desert  Land,  and  Small 
Tract  Laws  by  qualified  Veterans  of 
"World  War  H  or  of  the  Korean  Conflict, 
and  by  others  entitled  to  preference 
rights  under  the  act  of  September  27, 
1944  (58  Stat.  747;  43  U.  S.  C.  279-284 
as  amended),  presented  prior  to  10:00 
a.  m.,  on  April  6, 1957,  will  be  considered 


Thursday,  March  7,  1957 

as  simultaneously  filed  at  that  hour. 
Rights  under  such  preference  right  ap¬ 
plications  filed  after  that  hour  and  be¬ 
fore  10:00  a.  m.,  on  July  6,  1957,  will  be 
governed  by  the  time  of  filing. 

(3)  All  valid  applications  and  selec¬ 
tions  under  the  non-mineral  public- 
land  laws,  other  than  those  coming  un¬ 
der  paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  above,  pre¬ 
sented  prior  to  10:00  a.  m.,  on  July  6, 
1957,  will  be  considered  as  simultane¬ 
ously  filed  at  that  hour.  Rights  under 
such  application  and  selections  filed 
after  that  hour  will  be  governed  by  the 
time  of  filing. 

b.  The  lands  have  been  open  to  ap¬ 
plications  and  offers  under  the  mineral¬ 
leasing  laws.  They  also  have  been  open 
to  location  under  the  U.  S.  mining  laws 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
August  11.  1955  (69  Stat.  683;  30  U.  S.  C. 
621). 

5.  Persons  claiming  veterans  prefer¬ 
ence  rights  must  enclose  with  their  ap¬ 
plications  proper  evidence  of  military  or 
naval  service,  preferably'  a  complete 
photostatic  copy  of  the  certificate  of 
honorable  discharge.  Persons  claiming 
preference  rights  based  upon  valid  set¬ 
tlement,  statutory  preference,  or  equi¬ 
table  claims  must  enclose  properly  cor¬ 
roborated  statements  in  support  of  their 
claims.  Detailed  rules  and  regulations 
governing  applications  which  may  be 
filed  pursuant  to  this  notice  can  be  found 
in  Title  43  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations. 

6.  The  lands  released  from  withdrawal 
by  this  order  shall  be  subject,  until  10:00 
a.  m..  on  July  5,  1957,  to  application  by 
the  State  of  Idaho,  under  any  statute  or 
regulation  applicable  thereto,  for  rights- 
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of -way  for  public  highways  or  as  a  source 
of  material  for  the  construction  and 
maintenance  of  such  highways  pursuant 
to  section  24  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  of 
June  10,  1920  (41  Stat.  1075;  16  U.  S.  C. 
818)  as  amended. 

Inquiries  conceiving  the  lands  shall  be 
addressed  to  the  Manager,  Land  Office, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Boise, 
Idaho. 

Hatfield  Ctolson, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 

March  1,  1957. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1698;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 
8:47  a.  m.] 

TITLE  45— PUBLIC  WELFARE 

Chapter  I^Office  of  Education,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education, 

'  and  Welfare 

Part  130 — ^Federal  Assistance  Under  the 
Library  Services  Act,  Public  Law  597, 
84th  Congress,  2d  Session,  To  Promote 
THE  Further  Extension  by  the 
Several  States  of  Public  Library 
Services  to  Rural  Areas  Without 
Such  Services  or  With  Inadequate 
Services 

REQUIREMENTS  FOR  PAYMENT 

Paragraph  (b)  of  §  130.16  (21  F.  R. 
9651)  is  hereby  amended  so  as  to  modify 
the  requirements  of  subparagraph  (2) 
thereof  as  applied  to  cases  where,  imder 
the  initial  State  plan,  the  program  for 
the  fiscal  year  covers  a  period  of  less  than 
12  months. 

Section  130.16  (b)  as  so  amended  reads 
as  follows: 
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(b)  There  will  be  available  for  expend¬ 
iture  (1)  for  all  public  library  services, 
from  State  and  local  sources,  in  the  geo¬ 
graphic  areas  covered  by  the  plan,  an 
amoimt  which  will  be  not  less  than  the 
total  amount  spent  for  such  services  from  / 
such  sources  in  such  areas  during  ^e 
fiscal  year  which  ended  June  30,  1956, 
and  (2)  for  public  library  services  under 
the  plan,  from  State,  and  local  sources, 
in  the  geographic  areas  covered  by  the 
plan,  an  amoimt  which  will  be  not  less 
than  the  total  amount  spent  from  such 
sources  in  such  areas  for  services  of  the 
same  t3^  during  the  fiscal  year  which 
ended  June  30,  1956:  Provided.  That  in 
any  case  where  pa3mients  are  being  made 
for  the  first  time  under  the  initial  State 
plan,  and  the  program  for  the  fiscal  year 
in  question  covers  a  period  of  less  than 
12  months,  the  requirements  of  subpara¬ 
graph  (2)  of  this  paragraph  may  ^  met 
if  the  amounts  available  for  expenditure 
under  the  plan  are  not  less  than  an 
equivalent  fractional  portion  of  the 
amounts  spent  during  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30, 1956. 

(Sec.  8,  Pub.  Law  597,  84th  Cong.,  sec.  8,  70 
Stat.  295) 

Dated:  February  12, 1957. 

[seal]  L.  Q.  Derthick, 

United  States  Commissioner 
of  Education. 

Approved:  March  1,  1957. 

M.  B.  Folsom, 

Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare. 

[P.  B.  Doc.  67-1694;  Piled,  Mar.  8,  1967; 

8:46  a.  m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY. 

United  States  Coast  Guard 

[  46  CFR  Parts  10,  12,  25,  31-33,  51, 

52,  54-57,  61,  70-76,  78,  90,  91, 

94,  95,  97,  144,  146,  147,  160  1 

[CGPR  67-51 

Navigation  and  Vessel  Inspection 
Regulations 

PUBLIC  HEARING  ON  PROPOSED  CHANGES 

The  Merchant  Marine  Council  will 
hold  a  public  hearing  on  Tuesday,  May 

7.  1957,  commencing  at  9:30  a.  m.,  in 
Room  4120,  Coast  Guard  Headquarters, 
Thirteenth  and  E  Streets  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  for  the  purpose  of  receiv¬ 
ing  comments,  views,  and  data  on  cer¬ 
tain  proposed  changes  in  the  navigation 
and  vessel  inspection  regulations  sis  gen¬ 
erally  described  in  Items  I  to  XVI,  in¬ 
clusive,  below. 

The  proposed  changes  in  the  nsiviga- 
tion  smd  vessel  inspection  regulations, 
together  with  the  statutory  authority 
for  msUdng  such  changes,  sire  genersdly 
described  by  subjects  in  this  document. 
The  Merchant  Marine  Council  Public 
Hearing  Agenda  (CQ-249},  dated  May 


1957,  has  been  prepared.  The  specific 
changes  proposed  and  where  possible  the 
present  and  proposed  regulations  are  set 
forth  in  comparison  form,  together  with 
resisons  for  the  changes  where  necessary, 
in  this  Agenda.  Copies  of  this  Agenda 
are  mailed  to  persons  and  organizations 
who  have  expressed  a  continued  interest 
in  the  subjects  under  cmisideration  and 
have  requested  that  copies  be  furnished 
them.  '  Copies  of  the  Agenda  will  be  fur¬ 
nished  so  long  SIS  they  are  available  and 
requests  should  be  addressed  to  the  Com- 
msuidant  (C7MC),  United  States  Coast 
Guard,  Washington  25,  D.  C.  After  the 
extra  copies  for  distribution  are  ex¬ 
hausted,  copies  will  be  available  for 
resuling  purposes  only  in  Room  4104, 
CoEist  Guard  Headquarters,  or  at  Uie  of¬ 
fices  of  the  various  Coast  Guard  District 
Commsuiders. 

Comments  on  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions  are  invited.  Written  comments 
containing  constructive  criticisms,  sug¬ 
gestions,  or  views  are  welcomed;  how¬ 
ever,  acknowledgment  of  the  comments 
received  or  reasons  why  the  suggested 
changes  were  or  were  not  adopted  can¬ 
not  be  furnished  since  personnel  is  not 
avEiilable  to  handle  the  necessary  corre¬ 
spondence  involved.  Each  oral  or  writ¬ 


ten  comment  is  considered  smd  evalu¬ 
ated.  If  it  is  believed  the  comment,  view, 
or  suggestion  cUurifies  oi^improves  the 
proposed  regulation  or  amendment,  it 
is  chsinged  accordingly  and  sifter  adop¬ 
tion  by  the  Commandant  the  regulation 
is  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Each  person  who  desires  to  sulmiit  writ¬ 
ten  comments,  data,  or  views,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  proposed  regulations  set 
forth  in  the  Merchant  Msurine  Council 
Public  Hearing  Agenda  should  submit 
them  so  that  they  will  be  received  prior 
to  April  20,  1957,  by  the  Commandsmt 
(CMC) ,  United  States  Cosist  Guard 
Headquarters,  Wsishington,  D.  C.  Com¬ 
ments,  data,  or  views  may  be  presented 
orally  or  in  writing  at  the  hearing  before 
the  Merchsmt  Marine  Council  on  April 
23,  1957.  In  order  to  insure  considera¬ 
tion  of  comments  and  to  facilitate 
checking  and  recording,  it  is  essential 
that  each  comment  regarding  a  section 
or  paragraph  of  the  proposed  regulations 
shEdl  be  submitted  on  Form  CG-3287, 
showing  the  item  number,  the  section 
number,  the  proposed  chEmge,  the  rea¬ 
son  or  bEusis  (if  any),  and  the  name, 
business  firm  or  organization  (if  any), 
and  the  address  of  the  submitter.  A 
small  quantity  of  Form  CG-3287  is  at- 
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tached  to  the  Agenda.  Additional  copies 
may  be  obtained  upon  request  from  the 
Commandant  (CMC),  or  from  any  Coast 
Guard  District  Commander. 

XTEM  I — DECK  LICENSES  AS  MASTER  AND 

CHIEF  MATE  FOR  VESSELS  ENGAGED  IN  OFF* 

SHORE  MINERAL  AND  OIL  INDUSTRY 

It  is  proposed  to  add  new  requirements 
to  46  CPR  10.05-5, 10.05-27,  and  10.05-45 
in  order  to  establish  suitable  licenses  for 
masters  and  chief  mates  of  vessels  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  offshore  mineral  and  oil  in¬ 
dustry  on  the  Continental  Shelf  of  the 
United  States.  Since  1948  it  has  been 
an  administrative  practice  to  issue  a 
special  limited  license  as  master  or  chief 
mate  of  motor  vessels  of  not  more  than 
300  gross  tons  engaged  in  the  offshore 
mineral  and  oil  industry.  Basically  the 
xequirements  are  the  same  as  for  coast¬ 
wise  licenses  which  at  present  are  lim¬ 
ited  to  35  miles  offshore.  No  celestial 
navigation  other  than  an  azimuth  of  the 
stm,  has  been  required  for  this  license. 
The  administrative  standards  estab¬ 
lished  in  1948  for  these  special  deck  li¬ 
censes  as  master  and  chief  mate  were 
discussed  with  representatives  of  the  in¬ 
dustry  through  the  special  8th  Coast 
Guard  District  Oil  Industry  Panel.  The 
proposals  are  basically  those  adminis¬ 
tratively  followed  since  1948  with  cer¬ 
tain  modifications. 

Considerable  concern  has  been  shown 
regarding  the  professional  examination 
required  to  obtain  these  special  deck 
licenses  as  master  and  chief  mate  for 
motor  vessels  engaged  in  the  offshore 
mineral  and  oil  industry.  While  the 
terminology  used  in  the  proposed  regu¬ 
lations  may  appear  to  indicate  a  com¬ 
plex  professional  examination,  this  is 
not  necessarily  true.  The  Coast  Guard 
uses  a  Deck  Examination  Card  File  con¬ 
sisting  of  many  questions  for  the  lower 
grades  of  licenses  which  deal  with  the 
fundamentals  of  the  subjects  listed  and 
which  are  suitable  for  examining  pro¬ 
spective  officers  for  vessels  of  less  than 
300  gross  tons.  In  order  to  set  up 
equitable  and  fair  standards  for  these 
special  licenses,  it  is  necessary  to  take 
into  consideration  the  present  require¬ 
ments  for  licenses  as  master  and  mate 
of  uninspected  motor  vessels  that  have 
been  in  effect  for  the  past  15  years. 
Reasonable  standards  for  these  special 
licenses  for  inspected  vessels  engaged  in 
one  industry,  which  will  carry  freight 
and  passengers  for  hire,  are  proposed 
and  are  equivalent  to  the  examination 
standards  required  for  licenses  as  mas¬ 
ters  and  mates  of  uninspected  towing 
vessels  and  fishing  vessels.  Except  for 
the  celestial  navigation  required  for  li¬ 
censes  as  masters  and  mates  of  unin¬ 
spected  vessels,  the  examinations  for  of¬ 
ficers'  licenses  for  uninspected  vessels 
and  the  special  licenses  proposed  for 
masters  and  chief  mates  of  ve^els  en¬ 
gaged  in  offshore  mineral  and  oil  vessels 
are  comparable. 

‘  The  authority  to  Issue  regulations  with 
respect  to  licensing  masters  and  chief 
mates  of  vessels  engaged  in  offshore  min¬ 
eral  and  oil  industry  is  in  R.  S.  4405,  as 
^amended,  and  4462,  as  amended  (46 
^U.  S.  C.  375,  416).  These  regulations 
Interpret  or  apply  R.  S.  4417a,  as 


amended,  4426,  as  amended,  4427,  as 
amended,  4438-4440,  as  amended,  4445, 
as  amended,  4447,  as  amended,  sec.  2,  29 
Stat.  188,  as  amended,  sec.  1, 3  Stat.  1411, 
as  amended,  s^.  7,  17.  54  Stat.  165,  166, 
as  amended,  sec.  3,  54  Stat.  346.  as 
amended,  sec.  2.  68  Stat.  484,  and  sec. 
3,  68  Stat.  675;  46  U.  S.  C.  391a.  404.  405, 
224,  224a.  226,  228,  231.  233,  225,  237, 
526f,  526p,  1133,  239b.  and  50  U.  S.  C.  198. 

ITEM  n — LIFEBOATMEN,  EXAMINATION  AND 
DEMONSTRATION  OF  ABILITY 

The  provisions  in  R.  S.  4488,  as 
amended  (46  U.  S.  C.  481),  require  life¬ 
boats  on  all  vessels  to  be  commanded  by 
a  licensed  officer  or  able  seaman  and 
certificated  lifeboatmen  are  required  in 
such  numbers  as  the  size  of  the  boat 
warranted.  The  primary  statutory  duty 
of  certificated  lifeboatmen  is  to  act  as 
skilled  members  of  the  lifeboat’s  qrew. 
The  International  Convention  for  Ssifety 
of  Life  at  Sea,  1948,  provides  that  cer¬ 
tificated  lifeboatmen  may  be  in  com¬ 
mand  of  lifeboats.  .Therefore,  the  Coast 
Guard  regulations  were  amended  to  per¬ 
mit,  on  vessels  engaged  in  ocean  service 
only,  licensed  deck  officers,  able  seamen, 
and  certificated  lifeboatmen  to  be  in 
command  of  lifeboats  as  provided  by  the 
1948  Safety  Convention. 

It  is  proposed  to  revise  46  CFR  12.10-5 
so  that  the  examination  syllabus  for  life¬ 
boatmen  will  require  the  applicant  to 
demonstrate  his  proficiency  in  command 
of  a  lifeboat,  as  well  as  being  a  skilled 
member  of  the  lifeboat’s  crew.  This 
change  is  to  insure  that  all  prospective 
candidates  for  endorsements  as  lifeboat¬ 
men  can  perform  the  functions  author¬ 
ized  by  their  certificates.  It  is  not 
intended  to  require  present  holders  of 
certificates  as  lifeboatmen  or  special  en¬ 
dorsements  on  Merchant  Mariner’s  Doc¬ 
uments  as  lifeboatmen  to  take  this 
examination. 

The  authority  to  issue  regulations  with 
respect  to  certificating  lifeboatmen  is  in 
R.  S.  4405,  as  amended,  and  4462,  as 
amended.  46  U.  S.  C.  375,  416.  These 
regulations  interpret  or  apply  R.  S.  4417a, 
as  amended,  4488,  as  amended,  secs.  1, 
2,  49  Stat.  1544,  as  amended,  sec.  3.  54 
Stat.  346,  as  amended,  and  sec.  3,  68 
Stat.  675;  46  U.  S.  C.  391a,  481,  367,  1333, 
and  50  U.  S.  C.  198.  ' 

ITEM  III — ^LICENSE  AS  FIRST  ASSISTANT  EN¬ 
GINEER  OF  STEAM  AND  MOTOR  VESSELS  OF 

NOT  OVER  1,000  HORSEPOWER 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  46  CFR  10.10- 
13  and  10.10-15  to  permit  third  assistant 
engineers  with  unlimited  licenses,  who 
are  21  years  of  age  or  over,  to  be  eligible 
for  an  examination  as  first  assistant  en¬ 
gineer  of  steam  and  motor  vessels  having 
not  ovex  1,000  horsepower. 

The  authority  to  issue  regulations  with 
respect  to  licensing  of  engineers  is  in 
R.  S.  4405,  as  amended,  and  4462,  as 
amended,  46  U.  S.  C.  375,  416.  These 
regulations  interpret  or  apply  R.  S.  4417a, 
as  amende^  4426,  as  amended,  4427,  as 
amended,  «I88,  as  amended,  4441,  as 
amended,  4445,  as  amended,  4447,  as 
amended^  sec.  2,  Stat.  188,  as  amended, 
sec.  1, 34  Stat.  1411,  as  amended,  secs.  1, 2, 
49  Stat.  1544,  as  amended,  sec.  3,  54  Stat. 
346,  as  amended,  and  sec.  3,  68  Stat.  675; 


46  U.  S.  C.  391a.  404,  405,  224,  224a,  225, 
229,  231,  233,  225,  237,  367,  247,  1133,  and 
50  U.  S.  C.  198. 

ITEM  IV — ^DRYDOCKING  OF  PASSENGER,  TANK, 

CARGO,  AND  MISCELLANEOUS  VESSELS 

The  present  regulations  provide  that 
vessels  shall  be  placed  in  drydock  or  on 
a  slip- way  or  hauled  out  for  examination, 
depending  upon  their  service  and  type 
of  water  in  which  operated.  The  present 
wording  permits  extensive  maximum  in¬ 
tervals  to  occur  between  the  drydocking. 
Vessels  operating  in  salt  waters  more 
than  six  months  in  each  calendar  year 
are  required  to  be  drydocked  once  in  each 
calendar  year,  thus  permitting  nearly 
two  calendar  years  between  drydockings. 
Vessels  operating  in  salt  waters  six 
months  or  less  each  calendar  year  are 
required  to  be  drydocked  once  in  each 
two  calendar  years,  thus  permitting  a 
singular  maximum  interval  of  almost 
four  years.  Vessels  operating  exclusively 
in  fresh  water  are  required  to  be  dry¬ 
docked  at  least  once  in  every  five  calen¬ 
dar  years,  thus  permitting  a  singular 
maximum  interval  of  almost  ten  years. 
The  American  Bureau  of  Shipping  re¬ 
quirements  for  maintenance  of  class  is 
more  restrictive  than  the  present  Coast 
Guard  requirements.  In  order  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  possibility  of  an  unduly  long  in¬ 
terval  between  drydocking,  it  is  proposed 
to  amend  46  CTR  31.10-20,  71.50-1,  and 
91.40-1  so  that  the  maximum  interval 
between  any  two  drydockings  shall  not 
exceed  18  months  for  vessels  operating 
in  salt  water  service  for  more  than  six 
months  in  a  calendar  year,  or  a  maxi¬ 
mum  interval 'not  to  exceed  three  years 
for  vessels  operating  in  salt  water  serv¬ 
ice  six  months  or  less  in  a  calendar  year, 
and  a  maximum  interval  not  to  exceed 
five  years  when  the  vessel’s  operations 
are  confined  exclusively  to  fresh  water. 

The  authority  for  regulations  regard¬ 
ing  drydocking  of  passenger,  tank,  cargo, 
and  miscellaneous  vessels  is  in  R.  S.  4405, 
as  amended,  and  4462,  as  amended.  The 
« tank  vessel  regulations  interpret  or  apply 
R.  S.  4417a,  sec.  3,  68  Stat:  675, 46  U.  S.  C. 
391a,  and  50  U.  S.  C.  198,  and  E.  0. 10402, 
17  P.  R.  9917,  3  CFR  1952  Supp.  The 
passenger,*  cargo,  and  miscellaneous 
vessel  regulations  interpret  or  apply 
R.  S.  4399,  as  amended,  4400,  as  amended, 
4417,  as  amended,  4418,  as  amended. 
4421,  as  amended,  4423,  as  amended, 
4426,  as  amended,  4428-4430,  4433,  4434, 
4453,  as  amended,  sec.  14,  29  Stat.  690, 
secs.  10,  11,  35  Stat.  428,  41  Stat.  305,  as 
amended,  secs.  1,  2,  49  Stat.  1544,  as 
amended,  49  Stat.  1935,  as  amended,  sec. 
3,  54  Stat.  346,  as  amended,  sec.  3,  68 
Stat.  675;  46  U.  S.  C.  361,  362,  391.  392, 
399,  400,  404,  406-408,  411,  412,  435,  366, 
395,  396.  363,  367,  1333,  50  U.  S.  C.  198; 
E.  O.  10402,  17  F.  R.  9917;  3  CPR  1952 
Supp. 

ITEM  V— CREW  ACCOIOIODATIONS  ON  TANK 
SHIPS 

The  requirements  for  crew  accommoda¬ 
tions  for  passenger  vessels  and  cargo  and 
miscellaneous  vessels  were  revised  in  1947 
so  that  in  computing  the  number  of 
berths  required  in  the  hospital  space^ 
persons  quartered  in  rooms  for  single 
occupancy  were  to  be  excluded.  This 
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policy  has  been  applied  to  tank  vessels, 
but  the  tank  vessel  regulations  were  not 
amended  to  reflect  this  poUcy.  It  is, 
therefore,  proposed  to  amend  46  CPR 
32.40-1  so  that  requirements  for  hospital 
accommodations  will  be  identical  with 
similar  requirements  for  passenger 
vessels  and  for  cargo  and  miscellaneous 
vessels.  This  proposed  amendment  does 
not  impose  any  new  requirements  but 
rather  serves  as  a  relaxation  in  comput¬ 
ing  the  number  of  hospital  berths  re¬ 
quired  or  the  number  of  total  crew  which 
may  be  carried  with  a  given  number  of 
installed  hospital  berths. 

The  authority  for  regulations  regard¬ 
ing  crew  accommodations  on  tank  ships 
is  in  R.  S.  4405,  as  amended,  4417a,  as 
amended,  and  4462,  as  amended,  46 
U.  S.  C.  375,  391a,  416.  These  regula¬ 
tions  also  interpret  or  apply  sec.  3,  68 
Stat.  675,  50  U.  S.  C.  198;  E.  O.  10402, 
17  F.  R.  9917,  3  CPR  1952  Supp. 

ITEM  VI — ^MARINE  ENGINEERING  REGULATIONS 
AND  ISATERIAL  SPECIFICATIONS;  MISCEL¬ 
LANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

The  material  specifications  prescribed 
in  Part  51  refer  to  standard  speciflcations 
issued  by  the  American  Society  for  Test¬ 
ing  Materials.  It  is  proposed  to  amend 
46  CPR  51.04-1,  51.07-1,  51.25-1,  51.34-1, 
51.46-1,  51.49-1,  51.58-1,  51.61-1,  51.73-1, 
51.79-1,  so  that  reference  to  ASTM 
specifications  which  have  been  super¬ 
seded  will  have  substituted  therefor  the 
new  standards  issued.  The  proposed 
amendment  to  46  CPR  51.34-1  will  also 
include  the  ASTM  Specification  A106- 
55T  for  grade  C  pipe  material  for  use  in 
marine  boilers.  This  material  has  been 
accepted  by  the  ASME  Boiler  and  Pres¬ 
sure  Vessel  Code  Committee  for  use  in 
construction  of  boilers  and  pressure  ves¬ 
sels  under  their  code.  This  pipe  material 
is  a  special  product  not  normally  carried 
in  stock  and  usually  is  supplied  only  on 
agreement  between  the  manufacturer 
and  the  purchaser.  The  material  has 
limited  ductility  due  to  high  carbon  con¬ 
tent  and  high  tensile  strength.  How¬ 
ever,  it  is  felt  the  material  may  be  safely 
used  in  marine  boiler  design  provided  its 
use  is  limited  to  the  construction  of 
super-heater  and  economizer  headers. 
Where  welding  fabrication  is  employed 
a  preheat  of  at  least  300  degrees  F.  will 
be  required.  To  accomplish  these 
changes  it  is  proposed  to  also  amend  46 
CPR  52.05-10  and  55.07-1  by  adding  new 
requirements  governing  the  use  of  ASTM 
Specification  A106,  grade  C  pipe  material. 
It  is  also  proposed  to  amend  46  CPR 
'  52.05-10  by  revising  Table  52.05-10  (a) 
by  deleting  the  minimum  temperatures 
of  minus  20  degrees  F.  indicated  in  the 
ambient  metal  temperature  rangp  of 
minus  20  to  650  degrees  P.,  the  seventh 
column  heading,  and  to  substitute  650 
degrees  F.  therefor  because  of  the  sus¬ 
ceptibility  of  carbon  steel  to  brittle 
failures  when  subjected  to  subzero 
temperatures. 

The  current  regulations  require  plan 
approval  of  jacket  water  and  lube  oil 
coolers  designed  for  pressures  exceeding 
15  pounds  per  square  inch.  Since  these 
unflred  pressure  vessels  operate  at  low 
pressures  and  temperatures,  it  is  felt  that 
the  manufacturer’s  standard  construc- 
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tion  may  be  safely  accepted  for  such 
services.  It  is,  therefore,  proposed  to 
amend  46  CPR  54.01-1  by  adding  to  the 
classes  of  unfired  pressure  vessels  not 
subject  to  plan  approval  or  inspection, 
jacket  water  coolers  and  lubricating  oil 
coolers  containing  mediums  at  or  below 
the  pressures  and  temperatures  specified 
in  Table  54.01-1  (c) . 

It  is  proposed  to  eliminate  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  certain  plans  which  are  not  con¬ 
sidered  necessary  to  the  Coast  Guard  in 
determining  basic  safety  features  of  the 
vessel.  The  proposed  amendment  to  46 
CPR  55.01-10  regarding  plan  approval 
will  permit  diagrams  of  enumerated  pip¬ 
ing  systems  to  be  submitted  for  approval 
instead  of  arrangement  plans. 

The  use  of  plastic  pipe  and  flexible  hose 
on  merchant  vessels  has  been  requested. 
This  has  been  permitted  by  administra¬ 
tive  action.  It  is  proposed  to  amend  46 
CPR  55.07-1  by  adding  requirements  re¬ 
garding  plastic  pipe  and  flexible  hose. 
The  proposals  are  intended  to  be  a  guide 
for  the  industry  and  the  Coast  Guard 
marine  inspector  in  determining  the  lim¬ 
itations  to  be  imposed  on  these  items. 

The  present  design  formulas  for  piping 
contained  in  the  marine  engineering 
'  regulations  do  not  provide  for  a  corrosion 
allowance  for  steel  or  wrought  iron  pipe. 
The  American  Standards  Association’s 
Code  for  Pressure  Piping  and  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Society  for  Mechanical  Engineers’ 
Power  Boiler  Code  require  a  corrosion 
allowance  to  be  added  to  the  minimum 
pape  wall  thickness.  The  American 
Bureau  of  Shipping  is  currently  propos¬ 
ing  a  change  in  their  rules  to  provide 
for  a  corrosion  allowance  for"  steel  or 
wrought  iron  pipe.  It  is  proposed  to 
amend  46  CPR  55.07-5  regarding  maxi¬ 
mum  allowable  stresses  for  piping  so 
that  an  allowance  for  corrosion  will  be 
considered.  It  is  also  proposed  to  revise 
this  section  in  order  to  bring  the  multi¬ 
plier  factor  “M”  in  Table  55.07-5  (a) 
into  agreement  with  the  American 
Standards  Association’s  Code  for  Pres¬ 
sure  Piping  (B31.1)  and  the  American 
Society  for  Mechanical  Engineers’  Boiler 
and  Unflred  Pressure  Vessel  Code,  as 
well  as  the  rules  of  the  American  Bureau 
of  Shipping.  The  proposed  factors  will 
provide  a  smoother  transition  from  the 
elastic  range  to  the  plastic  range.  Since 
the  proposed  values  in  the  multiplier 
factor  will  be  lower  the  minimum  re¬ 
quired  wall  thicknesses  for  piping  will 
be  increased  slightly  although  not  suffi¬ 
ciently  to  affect  current  design  of  main 
steam  piping.  For  the  range  of  pipe  sizes, 
pressures  and  temperatures  now  being 
used  for  marine  piping,  the  increase  in 
wall  thickness  will  be  in  the  order  of 

1  to  3  percent.  _ 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  46  CPR  55.07-6 
regarding  expansion  and  flexibility  of 
piping,  in  order  to  bring  the  regulations 
into  agreement  with  the  new  provisions 
in  the  American  Standards  Association’s 
Code  for  Pressure  Piping  covering  ex¬ 
pansion  and  flexibility  of  main  steam 
piping.  The  proposed  regulations  will  be 
similar  to  this  Code  except  that  the 
allowable  stresses  will  be  limited  to  80 
percent  of  those  permitted  by  the  Code. 
This  proposal  is  consistent  with  Coast 
Guard  practices  followed  in  connection 
with  the  design  of  main  steam  piping. 


It  is  felt  that  bending  stresses  in  marine 
piping  may  be  more  severe  than  that 
encoimtered  in  stationary  power  plants. 
The  proposed  calculations  for  determin¬ 
ing  the  flexibility  in  the  piping  system 
are  based  on  the  stress  range  concept, 
i.  e.,  the  sum  of  the  hot  and  cold  stresses 
in  the  piping  system  during  any  one 
cycle  will  remain  substantially  constant. 
The  markings  for  certain  fittings,  such 
as  butt-welding  fittings  are  not  being 
furnished  in  conformance  with  Coast 
Guard  marking  requirements,  but  are 
rather  complying  with  the  standards  for 
the  valves  and  fittings  industry  published 
by  the  Manufacturers  Standardization 
Society  of  the  Valves  and  Fittings  Indus¬ 
try  in  their  Specification  MSS  Standard 
SP-25.  It  is  proposed  to  revise  the  Coast 
Guard  requirements  in  46  CPR  55.07-10 
governing  valves  and  fittings,  by  elimin¬ 
ating  the  special  Coast  Guard  marking 
requirements  and  to  adopt  and  require 
the  markings  on  valves,  flanges,  and  fit¬ 
tings  to  be  in  conformance  with  the 
standard  marking  system  normally  used 
by  the  industry,  as  described  in  MSS 
Standard  SP-25-1954. 

Some  misunderstanding  has  arisen  in 
the  use  of  slip-on  flanges  for  class  I  or  II 
piping.  Since  there  is  no  difference  in 
the  limitations  imposed,  it  is  proposed 
to  amend  the  text  of  the  regulations  re¬ 
ferring  to  Figure  55.07-15  (f3)  by  remov¬ 
ing  specific  references  to  classes  I  and 
n  piping  and  to  have  limitations  based 
on  diameter  size  of  pipe. 

Several  fires  have  occurred  on  mer¬ 
chant  vessels  when  leaking  oil  was 
sprayed  or  dripped  on  hot  surfaces.  It 
is  proposed  to  amend  46  CPR  55.07-25  by 
adding  a  new  requirement  that  piping 
conveying  oil  shall  be  run  well  away  from 
hot  surfaces  wherever  possible.  It  is 
hoped  this  action  will  eliminate  the 
cause  of  fires  which  have  occurred  in 
the  past. 

The  design  pressure  of  shore  steam 
connections  and  piping  is  normally  based 
upon  the  pressure  from  the  normal 
facility  which  furnishes,  the  steEun. 
These  pressures,  however,  vary  depend¬ 
ing  upon  the  source  of  supply  which  may 
be  from  a  shore  installation  or  another 
vessel.  It  is.  therefore,  not  possible  to 
determine  the  maximum  pressure  to 
which  the  shore  connections  may  be  sub¬ 
jected.  In  order  to  prevent  steam  pres¬ 
sures  exceeding  design  pressures  of  the 
shore  steam  Une  by  a  connection  to  a 
vessel,  it  is  proposed  to  amend  46  CFR 
55.10-1  to  require  the  shore  steam  con¬ 
nection  to  be  fitted  with  a  relief  valve 
set  at  a  pressure  not  exceeding  the  de¬ 
sign  pressure  of  the  piping. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  46  CPR  55.10- 
40  regarding  fuel-oil  service  systems  so 
that  only  one  fuel-oil  service  pump  and 
one  fuel-oil  heater  will  be  required  for 
auxiliary  boilers  having  a  generating  ca¬ 
pacity  in  excess  of  3,000  pounds  per  hour 
when  such  boilers  are  used  for  non-vital 
service,  such  as  heating,  etc.  The  pumps 
for  such  boilers  need  not  be  fitted  with 
discharge  strainers.  .  i 

Objections  have  been  raised  against 
.  the  present  requirement  prohibiting; 
drains  or  any  openings  in  the  bottom  o^ 
gasoline  fuel  tanks.  The  difficulties  in 
keeping  the  tank  clear  of  water,  rustic 
and  sediment  are  recognized.  It  is,  there- 
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fore,  proposed  to  amend  46  CFR  55.10-45 
so  that  openings  fitted  with  threaded 
plugs  or  caps  may  be  permitted  in  gaso¬ 
line  tanks.  These  openings  are  for 
cleaning  purposes  only. 

Misunderstandings  concerning  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  bilge  and  ballast  piping 
mm  through  deep  tanks  have  arisen.  It 
is.  therefore,  proposed  to  amend  46  CFR 
55.07-25  so  that  the  installation  require¬ 
ments  will  agree  with  the  American 
Bureau  of  Shipping  rules  for  similar 
installations  and  in  order  to  clarify  the 
intent  of  the  regulations. 

The  1948  Convention  for  the  Safety  of 
Life  at  Sea  contains  requirements  for 
emergency  bilge  pump  installations  for 
passenger  vessels  which  apply  only  to 
passenger  vessels  engaged  on  interna¬ 
tional  voyages.  The  Coast  Guard  regu¬ 
lations  need  to  be  clarified  with  respect 
to  requirements  for  passenger  vessels 
having  a  criterion  numeral  of  30  or  more. 
It  is.  therefore,  proposed  to  amend  46 
CFR  55.10-30  and  Table  55.10-30  (a)  so 
that  all  passenger  vessels  on  interna¬ 
tional  voyages  having  a  criterion 
numeral  of  30  or  more  will  have  bne  of 
the  power  bilge  pumps  available  at  all 
times  for  use  under  emergency  condi¬ 
tions  in  which  a  vessel  may  be  fiooded  at 
sea.  The  reference  to  requirements  for 
determination  of  a  criterion  numeral  is 
corrected  to  show  it  is  in  46  CFR  Part  73 
(Passenger  Vessels)  rather  than  in  46 
CFR  Part  46  (Load  Lines) . 

It  is  proposed  to  revise  the  regulations 
applicable  to  the  ballasting  of  Great 
Lakes  dry  cargo  vessels  to  recognize  a 
long  standing  industrial  practice  fol¬ 
lowed  in  the  operation  of  those  vessels. 
It  is  proposed  to  amend  46  CFR  55.10-65 
to  permit  Great  Lakes  dry  cargo  vessels 
to  use  hinged  covers  on  the  ballast  water 
sounding  pipes  in  lieu  of  the  screw  cap 
or  plug  required  by  the  present  regula¬ 
tions.  It  is  not  proposed  to  change  the 
requirements  for  vessels  operating  in 
other  types  of  waters. 

At  present  the  manufacturers  of  fabri¬ 
cated  butt-welded  fittings,  i.  e..  fittings 
with  longitudinal  welded  joints,  do  not 
hydrostatically  test  fittings  to  insure  that 
the  longitudinal  welds  are  of  acceptable 
quality.  Therefore,  it  is  proposed  to  es¬ 
tablish  standards  of  quality  control  un¬ 
der  which  fabricated  welded  fittings  may 
be  accepted  by  adding  a  new  regulation 
designated  46  CFR  56.01-85. 

A  fabricator  of  unfired  pressure  vessels 
has  requested  permissfon  to  weld  sepa¬ 
rate  test  plates  for  longitudinal  joints  on 
class  I  and  II  pressure  vessels.  The  pres¬ 
ent  requirements  state  test  plates  shall 
be  a  continuation  of  and  a  duplication  of 
the  corresponding  edges  of  the  longitu¬ 
dinal  joint.  The  currwit  American  So¬ 
ciety  of  Mechanical  Engineers’  Boiler 
Code  allows  detached  test  plates  as  an 
alternate  method  of  welding  the  test 
plates  required  for  power  boiler  con¬ 
struction.  It  is,  therefore,  proposed  to 
amend  46  CFR  56.05-1 -regarding  test 
plates,  to  permit  this  alternate  method 
for  providing  test  plates  when  the  same 
welding  procedures  are  used. 

A  suggestion  has  been  received  regard¬ 
ing  vessels  having  power  steering  gear  to 
be  provided  at  both  the  forward  and 
after  steering  stations  with  full  follow 


up.  This  proposal  is  to  avoid  confusing 
the  helmsman  who  may  steer  the  vessel 
from  either  station.  Similar  require¬ 
ments  are  contained  in  paragraph  (5) 
of  section  5  of  the  American  Bureau  of 
Shipping  Rules.  It  is,  therefore,  pro¬ 
posed  to  amend  46  CFR  57.25-35  to  re¬ 
quire  full  follow-up  devices  on  vessels 
having  power  steering  gear  provided  at 
both  the  forward  and  after  steering  sta¬ 
tions.  It  is  also  proposed  to  amend  46 
CFR  57.25-45  so  as  to  permit  steering  to 
be  effected  from  the  after  steering  sta¬ 
tion  by  mechanical,  electrical,  hydraulic, 
or  other  approved  means.  It  is  proposed 
to  add  a  new  regulation  designated  46 
CFR  57.25-47  to  clarify  the  requirements 
regarding  the  controls  to  be  provided 
and  to  clarify  the  requirements  regard¬ 
ing  the  location  of  shafting,  piping,  or 
electrical  cables  from  the  steering  sta¬ 
tions  to  the  steering  gear.  It  is  proposed 
to  amend  46  CFR  57.25-55  regarding 
special  steering  apparatus  by  changing 
the  word  "emergency”  to  the  word 
"auxiliary”  when  describing  special 
steering  apparatus. 

A  number  of  explosions  have  occurred 
on  merchant  vessels  where  separate  gas 
passages  to  the  atmosphere  from  each 
boiler  were  not  provided.  It  is,  there¬ 
fore,  proposed  to  amend  46  CFR  61.05-15 
to  require  that  all  main  and  auxiliary 
boilers  shall  be  fitted  with  separate  gas 
passages  from  each  boiler. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  46  CFR 
61.30-5  regarding  shop  tests  on  valves 
and  pipe  fittings  to  require  welded  pipe 
fittings  fabricated  with  longitudinal 
joints  to  be  tested  as  specified  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  designated  46  CFR 
56.01-85.  This  change  will  provide  new 
standards  for  quality  control  and  shop 
testing  of  fabricated  pipe  fittings. 

The  regulations  with  respect  to  marine 
engineering  and  material  specifications 
are  issued  under  R.  S.  4405,  as  amended, 
and  4462,  as  amended.  46  U.  S.  C.  375, 
416.  These  regulations  interpret  or 
apply  R.  S.  4399,  4400.  4417,  4417a,  4418, 
4421,  4426-4431,  4433,  4434.  4453,  4491, 
as  amended,  sec.  14,  29  Stat.  690,  as 
amended,  41  Stat.  305,  as  amended,  secs. 
1,  2,  49  Stat.  1544,  as  amended,  sec.  17, 
54  Stat.  166,  as  amended,  sec.  3.  54  Stat. 
346,  as  amended,  sec.  2,  54  Stat.  1028, 
as  amended,  sec.  3,  68  Stat.  675;  46 
U.  S.  C.  361,  362,  391,  391a,  392,  399, 
404-409,  411,  412,  435,  489,  366,  363,  367, 
526p,  1333,  463a,  50  U.  S.  C.  198;  E.  O. 
10402,  17  F.  R.  9917;  3  CFR,  1952  Supp. 

ITEM  VII — CORK  AND  BALSA  WOOD  LIFE  PRE¬ 
SERVERS;  WITHDRAWAL  OF  SPECIFICATIONS 

AND  TERMINATIONS  OF  APPROVALS  TO 

MANUFACTURER 

The  presently  approved  types  of  cork 
and  balsa  wood  life  preservers  do  not 
possess  equivalent  buoyancy  or  self- 
righting  characteristics,  nor  are  they  as 
comfortable  to  wear  and  adjust  to  the 
bodies  of  various  wearers  as  are  the  other 
types  of  approved  life  preservers  filled 
with  kapok  or  fibrous  glass.  Persons 
wearing  cork  or  balsa  wood  life  preserv¬ 
ers  are  more  likely  to  be  injured  when 
jumping  from  a  vessel  than  those  wear¬ 
ing  kapok  or  fibrous  glass  life  preservers. 
Becausqjrf  the  poor  self-righting  char¬ 
acteristics  of  the  cork  and. balsa  wood 


t3T)es  of  life  preservers  and  their  Inability 
to  tmn  a  person  seemingly  imconscious 
from  a  face  downward  to  a  face  upward 
position  as  the  kapok  and  fibrous  glass 
life  preservers  will  do  in  most  cases,  there 
is  a  reasonable  doubt  that  cork  and  bal^ 
wood  life  preservers  comply  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  in  paragraph  (b)  of  Regula¬ 
tion  17,  Chapter  III,  International  Con¬ 
vention  for  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea,  1948. 
which,  among  other  things  requires  a 
life  jacket  shall  not  be  approved  by  an 
administration  subscribing  to  the  Con¬ 
vention  unless  "it  shall  be  capable  of 
holding  up  the  head  of  an  unconscious 
person  in  the  water.”  The  Coast  Guard 
has  been  aware  of  the  poor  performance 
characteristics  of  the  cork  and  balsa 
wood  life  preservers  for  a  long  time. 
Considerable  funds  and  effort  have  been 
expended  in  attempts  to  redesign  these 
life  preservers  to  bring  their  performance 
up  to  the  level  of  the  approved  kapok  and 
fibrous  glass  types  of  life  preservers. 
These  efforts  have  not  pr(xiuced  the  de¬ 
sired  results. 

It  is,  therefore,  proposed  to  delete  from 
the  regulations  the  references  to  specifi¬ 
cations  for  cork  and  balsa  wood  life  pre¬ 
servers  and  to  cancel  the  specifications 
covering  the  manufacture  of  these  life 
preservers.  All  approvals  for  cork  and 
balsa  wood  life  preservers  granted  to 
manufacturers  will  be  terminated  as  of 
October  1,  1957.  However,  existing  life 
preservers  approved  before  this  date  may 
be  continued  in  service  so  long  as  they 
are  maintained  in  good  condition. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  46  CFR  25.25- 
5,  33.35-15,  75.40-5,  and  94.40-5  by  de¬ 
leting  references  to  cork  and  balsa  wood 
life  preserver  specifications  in  46  CFR 
Subparts  160.003  and  160.004.  Effective 
October  1,  1957,  it  is  also  proposed  to 
cancel  the  specification  in  46  CFR 
160.003-1  to  160.003-7,  inclusive,  for  cork 
life  preservers  and  the  specification  in 
46  CFR  160.004-1  to  160.004-7,  inclusive, 
for  balsa  wood  life  preservers. 

The  authority  to  issue  regulations  with 
respect  to  life  preservers  is  in  R.  S.  4405, 
as  amended,  and  4462,  as  amended,  46 
U.  S.  C.  375,  416.  These  r^ulations  in¬ 
terpret  or  apply  R.  S.  4417a,.  as  amended, 
4426,  as  amended,  4481,  as  amended,  4482, 
as  amended,  4488,  as  amended,  4491,  as 
amended.  4492,  as  amended,  sec.  11,  35 
Stat.  428,  as  amended,  secs.  1,  2,  49  Stat. 
1544,  as  amended,  secs.  6, 17.  54  Stat.  164, 
166,  as  amended,  sec.  3,  54  Stat.  346,  as 
amended,  and  sec.  3,  68  Stat.  676;  46 
U.  S.  C.  391a.  404,  474,  475,  481,  489,  490, 
396,  367,  526e.  526ivl333,  50  U.  S.  C.  198; 
E.  O.  10402,  17  F.  R.  9917,  3  CFR,  1952 
Supp. 

ITEM  Vni — STRUCTURAL  FIRE  PROTECTION 
FOR  PASSENGER  VESSELS 

It  is  proposed  to  modify  and  classify 
the  requirements  relating  to  structural 
fire  protection  for  passenger  vessels.  It  is 
proposed  to  amend  46  CFR  72.02-5  so  as 
to  make  the  structural  fire  protection 
requirements  applicable  to  certain  spaces 
that  were  formerly  exempted  on  the  baste 
of  being  "open  decks.”  This  requirement 
will  not  be  made  retroactive  in  effect. 
The  reason  for  this  proposal  is  that  par¬ 
tially  enclosed  spaces  can  contain  the 
same  amount  of  combustibles  as  com- 
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pletely  enclosed  spaces.  In  addition,  the 
air  supply  in  these  partially  enclosed 
spaces  cannot  be  controlled  so  fire  fight¬ 
ing  becomes  more  difficult  and  the  chance 
of  the  fire  spreading  to  adjacent  spaces 
is  increased.  It  is  also  proposed  to  amend 
46  CFR  72.02-5  so  as  to  define  the  extent 
to  which  balconies  will  be  permitted. 
The  reason  for  the  proposal  is  that  pres¬ 
ent  requirements  give  no  indication  of 
the  extent  to  which  balconies  may  be 
used,  which  has  caused  some  misunder¬ 
standings.  These  requirements  will  not 
be  retroactive  in  effect. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  46  CPR  72.05- 
10  (e)  by  revising  Table  72.05-10  (e) 
relating  to  the  class  of  bulkheads  re¬ 
quired  between  various  spaces.  This  pro¬ 
posal  is  a  clarification  of  the  intent  of  the 
regulations  and  to  show  present  adminis¬ 
trative  practice.  It  is  also  proposed  to 
revise  requirements  in  46  CFR  72.05-10 
relating  to  the  method  of  construction 
of  class  “B”  bulkheads.  This  change  is 
merely  a  clarification  of  the  intent  of 
the  regulations  and  to  reflect  present  ad¬ 
ministrative  practice.  _ 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  46  CPR  72.05- 
15  relating  to  the  use  of  combustible 
veneers  so  as  to  remove  a  contradiction 
between  paragraph  (b)  and  paragraph 
(d)  as  presently  written.  Combustible 
veneers  may  not  be  med  in  the  hidden 
space  above  a  ceiling. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  46  CPR 
72.05-30  relating  to  the  requirements  for 
windows  to  clarify  the  intent  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  and  to  describe  in  regulations  the 
administrative  practices  followed. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  46  CPR  72.05- 
40  regarding  heat  and  refrigeration  in¬ 
sulation  so  as  to  minimize  the  amount 
of  combustibles  permitted  particularly  in 
the  hidden  spaces  above  ceilings.  The 
proposed  requirements  will  be  more  con¬ 
sistent  with  other  requirements  dealing 
with  the  amount  of  combustibles  per¬ 
mitted  in  various  t3T>es  of  spaces. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  46  CFR  72.05- 
50  regarding  automatic  Are  dampers  for 
main  vertical  zone  bulkhead  penetra¬ 
tions  so  that  these  requirements  will  re¬ 
flect  the  present  administrative  practice. 
It  is  also  intended  as  a  clariflcation  of 
requirements. 

The  authority  to  issue  regulations  with 
respect  to  fire  protection  for  passenger 
vessels  is  in  R.  S.  4405,  as  amended,  and 
.  4462,  as  amended,  46  U.  S.  C.  375,  416. 
These  regulations  interpret  or  apply  R.  S. 
4417,  as  amended,  4418,  as  amended, 
4426,  as  amended,  4490,  as  amended,  sec. 
3,  24  Stat.  129,  as  amended,  41  Stat.  305, 
as  amended,  sec.  5,  49  Stat.  1384,  as 
amended,  secs.  1,  2,  49  Stat.  1544,  as 
amended,  sec.  3, 54  Stat.  346,  as  amended, 
sec.  2,  54  Stat.  1028,  as  amended,  and 
sec.  3,  68  Stat.  675;  46  U.  S.  C.  391,  392, 
404,  482,  483,  363,  369,  367,  1333,  463a,  50 
U.  S.  C.  198;  E.  O.  10402,  17  F.  R.  9917,  3 
CFR,  1952  Supp. 

ITEM  IX — RECESSED  BULKHEADS  FOR 
PASSENGER  VESSELS 

The  Inboard  damage  penetration 
which  has  occurred  to  vessels  in  several 
recent  casualty  cases  was  in  excess  of 
the  minimum  provided  for  by  the  pres¬ 
ent  regulations.  Considering  the  tend¬ 
ency  of  vessels  toward  higher  speeds. 


it  is  reasonable  to  expect  that  collisions, 
when  they  occur,  are  certainly  not  likely 
to  become  less  severe.  Depending  upon 
the  arrangement  of  a  vessel’s  tanks,  the 
extent  of  damage  penetration  may  or 
may  not  be  critical  in  determining  the 
amount  of  initial  GM  necessary  to  pre¬ 
vent  excessive  heel.  It  is  possible  that 
a  vessel  designed  under  present  regula¬ 
tions  and  fully  maintaining  the  GM  re¬ 
quired  thereby  would  still  heel  exces¬ 
sively  as  a  result  of  damage  penetration 
in  excess  of  B/5.  It  is  proposed  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  more  realistic  assessment  of 
possible  collision  penetration  than  that 
provided  by  the  present  requirements. 
The  proposals  are  also  intended  to  en¬ 
courage  the  avoidance  of  basically 
hazardous  arrangements  of  tanks  and 
spaces.  It  is,  therefore,  proposed  to 
amend  46  CFR  73.10-45,  73.15-25,  and 
Table  74.10-15  (c)  (4)  in  46  CFR  74.10- 
15,  by  revising  requirements  regarding 
damage  penetration. 

The  authority  for  regulations  regard¬ 
ing  recessed  bulkheads  for  passenger 
vessels  is  in  4405,  as  amended,  and  4462, 
as  amended,  46  U.  S.  C.  375,  416.  These 
regulations  interpret  or  apply  R.  S.  4417, 
as  amended,  4418,  as  amended,  4426,  as 
amended,  4490,  as  amended,  sec.  3,  24 
Stat.  129,  as  amended,  41  Stat.  305,  as 


amended. 

sec. 
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Stat. 
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as 
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as 
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as 
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46 

U.  S.  C.  391,  392,  404,  482,  483,  363,  85a, 
88a,  369,  367,  1333,  50  U.  S.  C.  198;  E.  O.- 
10402,  17  F.  R.  9917,  3  CPR,  1952  Supp. 

ITEM  X — FIXED  FIRE  PROTECTION  FOR 
BARGES 

The  present  regulations  exempt  barges 
from  fire  main  and  fixed  extinguishing 
requirements  because  barges  up  to  now 
normally  carried  too  few  persons  to  ef¬ 
fectively  man  a  fire-fighting  system 
and/or  were  towed  by  a  propelled  vessel 
having  sufficient  fire-fighting  equipment 
to  protect  the  barge.  However,  recent 
practices  are  to  have  barges  used  for 
hotel  purposes  and  housing  many  people. 
For  such  barges  it  has  been  an  adminis¬ 
trative  policy  to  require  adequate  fire 
main  and  fixed  fire  extinguishing  sys¬ 
tems.  Some  of  these  barges,  in  addition 
to  the  hotel  function,  are  also  equipped 
with  varying  amounts  of  machinery 
which  often  are  equivalent  to  or  in  excess 
of  that  installed  on  propelled  vessels. 
Since  such  barges  are  intended  to  be  used 
in  locations  which  may  not  be  adjacent 
to  adequate  fire-fighting  facilities,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  46  CFR  76.05-15, 
76.05-20,  95.05-5,  and  95.05-10  to  require 
adequate  fire-fighting  facilities  on  those 
barges  which  have  accommodations  for 
more  than  six  persons.  These  barges 
have  fire  source  potentials  comparable 
to  those  found  on  propelled  vessels  and 
reasonable  fire-fighting  facilities  are 
needed.  It  is  also  proposed  to  add  a 
definition  of  the  word  “barge”  in  sections 
designated  46  CFR  70.10-2  and  90.10-2. 

The  authority  to  issue  regulations  with 
respect  to  fixed  fire  protection  require¬ 
ments  for  barges  is  in  R.  S.  4405,  as 
amended,*  and  4462,  as  pended,  46 


U.  S.  C.  375,  416.  These  regulations 
interpret  or  apply  R.  S.  4417,  as  amended, 
4418,  as  amended,  4426,  as  amended,  4490, 
as  amended,  sec.  3,  24  Stat.  129,  as 
amended,  41  Stat.  305,  as  amended,  sec. 

5,  49  Stat.  1384,  as  amended,  secs.  1,  2, 
49  Stat.  1544,  as  amended,  sec.  3,  54  Stat. 
346,  as  amended,  sec.  2,  54  Stat.  1028,  as 
amended,  and  sec.  3,  68  Stat.  675;  46 
U.  S.  C.  391,  392,  404,  482,  483,  363,  369, 
367,  1333,  463a,  50  U.  S.  C.  198;  E.  O. 
10402,  17  F.  R.  9917,  3  CFR,  1952  Supp. 

ITEM  XI — ^FIRE  PROTECTION  EQUIPMENT  FOR 

PASSENGER,  CARGO,  AND  MISCELLANEOUS 

VESSELS 

It  is  proposed  to  modify  the  require¬ 
ments  for  carbon  dioxide  extinguishing 
systems  in  46  CTR  Subpart  76.15  for 
passenger  vessels  and  in  46  CPR  Subpart 
95.15  for  cargo  and  miscellaneous  vessels 
to  permit  the  installation  of  the  carbon 
dioxide  cylinders  in  the  space  protected 
for  small  systems  and  to  require  warning 
alarms  to  be  sounded  prior  to  the  ad¬ 
mission  of  gas  into  the  space.  The  pro¬ 
posed  requirements  are  identical  for  both 
types  of  vessels.  To  accomplish  these 
changes  it  is  proposed  to  amend  46  CPR 

76.15- 10,  76.15-20,  76.15-30,  95.15-10, 

95.15- 20,  and  95.15-30. 

It  is  also  proposed  to  amend  Table 
76.05-1  (a)  in  46  CFR  76.05-1  relating 
to  requirements  for  fixed  fire  extinguish- 
'ing  systems  on  passenger  vessels  in  order 
to  permit  the  omission  of  sprinkling 
systems  from  vehicular  decks  where  the 
overhead  does  not  exceed  30  feet.  The 
reason  for  this  change  is  that  at  present 
the  regulations  require  a  sprinkling  sys¬ 
tem  for  vehicular  deck  spaces  with  over¬ 
head  regardless  of  length.  It  is  recog¬ 
nized  that  with  a  short  overhead  the 
sprinkling  system  may  be  of  doubtful 
value. 

The  authority  to  issue  regulations  with 
respect  to  fire  protection  equipment  for 
passenger,  cargo,  and  miscellaneous  ves¬ 
sels  is  inR.  S.  4405,  as  amended,  and  4462, 
as  amended,  46  U.  S.  C.  375,  416.  These 
regulations  interpret  or  apply  R.  S.  4417, 
as  amended,  4418,  as  amended.  4426,  as 
amended,  4490,  as  amended,  sec.  3,  24 
Stat.  129,  as  amended,  41  Stat.  305,  as 
amended,  sec.  5,  49  Stat.  1384,  as 
amended,  secs.  1,  2.  49  Stat.  1544,  as 
amended,  sec.  3, 54  Stat.  346,  as  amended, 
sec.  2.  54  Stat.  1028,  as  amended,  and 
sec.  3,  68  Stat.  675;  46  U.  S.  C.  391,  392, 
404,  482,  483,  363,  369,  367,  1333,  463a, 
50  U.  Sr.  C.  198;  E.  0. 10402, 17  P.  R.  9917, 
3  CFR,  1952  Supp. 

ITEM  XII — MARKINGS  ON  LIFEBOAT  RELEASE 
GEAR  LEVER 

One  of  the  major  hazards  with  respect 
to  the  handling  of  lifeboats  is  the  fact 
that  on  occasions  the  release  gear  lever 
is  accidentally  raised  with  the  result  that 
the  lifeboat  is  dropped  on  the  dock  or  in 
the  water.  The  accidental  dropping  of 
a  lifeboat  can  cause  serious  injury  or 
death  to  any  person  who  may  be  in  the 
lifeboat  at  the  time.  The  present  regu¬ 
lations  require  that  the  lifeboat  release 
gear  lever  shall  have  a  sign  reading 
“Danger — Lever  Releases  Hooks.”  A 
suggestion  has  been  received  that  a  more 
realistic  sign  would  be  “Danger — ^I^ver 
Drops  Boat.”  It  is,  therefore,  proposed 
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to  revise  the  specification  for  mechanical 
disengaging  apparatus  to  require  in  the 
future  that  the  sign  on  the  release  gear 
lever  shall  read  “Danger — Lever  Drops 
Boat”  and  to  amend  the  various  regula¬ 
tions  for  lifeboats  on  pa^enger,  cargo, 
and  miscellaneous  vessels  to  have  the 
sign  on  the  lifeboat  release  gear  lever 
either  “Danger — Lever  Drops  Boat”  or 
“Danger — Lever  Releases  Hooks.”  To 
accomplish  these  changes  it  is  proposed 
to  amend  46  CPR  78.47-60,  97,37-37,  and 
160.033-3. 

The  authority  for  regulations  regard¬ 
ing  markings  on  lifeboat  release  gear 
lever  Is  in  R.  S.  4405,  as  amended,  and 
4462,  as  amended,  46  U.  S.  C.  375,  416. 
These'regulations  interpret  or  apply  R.  S. 
4417a,  as  amended,  4426,  as  amended, 
4488,  as  amended,  4491,  as  amended, 
secs.  1  and  2,  49  Stat.  1544,  as  amended, 
sec.  3,  54  Stat.  346,  as  amended,  and  sec. 

3  (c),  68  Stat.  676;  46  U.  S.  C.  391a,  404, 
481,  489,  367,  1333;  50  U.  S.  C.  198;  E.  O. 
10402, 17  P.  R.  9917,  3  CFR,  1952  Supp. 

ITEIC  XIII — STOWAGE  OF  HEAVY  GRAIN  IN 

bulk;  vessels  partially  loaded  AND 

SHIFTING  TO  OTHER  PORTS 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  46  CFR 
144.20-^0,  regarding  location  of  stowage 
for  heavy  grain  in  bulk,  by  deleting  the 
adjective  “grain”  in  describing  cargo  so 
that  the  location  of  stowage  for  heavy 
grain  in  bulk  will  be  based  on  the  weight 
of  the  total  cargo  below  deck  rather  than 
only  the  total  weight  of  grain  cargo 
below  deck.  _ 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  46  CFR  144.30- 
1,  regarding  vessels  shifting  ports,  in 
order  to  facilitate  the  handling  of  bulk 
grain  cargo  between  San  Francisco,  Los 
Angeles  Harbor,  and  San  Diego.  It  is 
felt  that  for  such  vessels  in  this  area 
no  greater  degree  of  hazard  than  pres¬ 
ently  exists  will  arise  by  permitting  the 
established  practice  of  permitting  par¬ 
tially  loaded  vessels  in  certain  other 
ports  to  carry  bulk  grain  without  secur¬ 
ing  the  grain  if  the  grain  is  covered 
with  dunnage  boards  placed  fore  and 
aft  and  athwartship. « 

The  authority  for  the  regulations  re¬ 
garding  bulk  grain  cargoes  is  in  R.  S. 
4405,  as  amended,  and  4462,  as  amended, 
46  U.  S.  C.  375,  416.  These  regulations 
Interpret  or  apply  R.  S.  4417,  as  amended, 
sec.  1,  49  Stat.  1^44,  as  amended,  and 
sec.  3,  68  Stat.  675;  46  U.  S.  C.  391,  367, 
50  U.  S.  C.  198;  E.  O.  10402,  17  F.  R. 
9917,  3  CFR,  1952  Supp. 

ITEM  XIV — STOWAGE  OF  BULK  ORES  ON 
GENERAL  CARGO  VESSELS 

At  the  public  hearing  held  on  April 
24,  1956,  the  Merchant  Marine  Council 
considered  as  a  part  of  Item  IX  the  pro¬ 
posal  regarding  establishment  of  mini¬ 
mum  standards  for  the  proper  stowage 
of  bulk  ore  and  similar  cargoes  when 
carried  on  general  cargo  vessels.  Con¬ 
siderable  controversy  arose  regarding 
this  proposal  and  an  announcement  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  dated 
September  6,  1956,  that  this  proposal 
was  withdrawn  for  further  studies. 
After  considering  the  comments  received 
and  other  data  and  statistics  available 
on  this  subject,  it  was  felt  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  considered  at  the  April 


24,  1956,  public  hearing  should  be  pre¬ 
sented  again.  It  is,  therefore,  proposed 
to  add  a  new  regulation  designated  46 
CFR  97.12-1  which  will  establish  mini¬ 
mum  standards  for  the  proper  stowage 
of  bulk  ore  and  similar  cargoes  when 
carried  on  general  cargo  vessels.  This 
proposal  is  based  on  casualties  which 
indicate  a  need  for  proper  stowage  of 
bulk  materials. 

The  authority  to  issue  regulations  re¬ 
specting  cargo  and  miscellaneous  vessels 
is  in  R.  S.  4405,  as  amended,  and  4462, 
as  amended.  46  U.  S.  C.  375,  416.  The 
regulations  interpret  or  apply  R.  S.  4417, 
as  amended,  4418,  as  amended,  4426, 
as  amended,  secs.  1,  2,  49  Stat.  1544,  as 
amended,  sec.  2,  54  Stat.  1028,  as 
amended,  sec.  3,  68  Stat.  675;  46  U.  S.  C. 
391,  392,  404,  367,  463a,  50  U.  S.  C.  198; 
E.  O.  10402,  17  F.  R.  9917,  3  CFR,  1952 
Supp. 

item  XV — INSPECTION  OF  CARGO  GEAR  ON 

PASSENGER,  CARGO,  AND  MISCELLANEOUS 
-  VESSELS 

In  recent  months  problems  have 
arisen  with  respect  to  foreign  countries 
accepting  the  American  Bureau  of  Ship¬ 
ping  certificates  relating  to  cargo  gear. 
At  the  present  time  the  Coast  Guard’s 
administrative  acceptance  of  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Bureau  of  Shipping  certificates  of 
its  surveys  of  cargo  gear  has  not  been 
described  formally  in  the  regulations. 
It  is  considered  highly  desirable  that  this 
current  administrative  practice  be  rec¬ 
ognized  officfiilly  and  that  the  standards 
applied  by  th%  Coast  Guard  will  be  un-' 
derstood  and  be  made  available  for  the 
guidance  of  all  concerned.  It  is,  there¬ 
fore,  proposed  to  amend  46  CFR  71.25-25 
and  91.25-25  by  adding  a  statement  that 
American  Bureau  of  Shipping  certifi¬ 
cates  relating  to  tests  and  surveys  of 
cargo  gear  may  be  accepted  as  prima 
facie  evidence  of  the  construction  and 
suitability  of  such  gear.  The  standards 
established  by  the  American  Bureau  of 
Shipping  for  cargo  gear  shall  be  used. 

These  regulations  regarding  inspec¬ 
tion  of  cargo  gear  on  passenger,  cargo, 
and  miscellaneous  vessels  is  in  R.  S. 
4405,  as  amended,  and  4462,  as  amended, 
46  U.  S.  C.  375,  416.  These  regulations 
interpret  or  apply  R.  S.  4399,  4400,  4417, 
4418,  4421,  4423,  4426,  4428-4430,  4433, 
4434,  4453.  as  amended,  sec.  14,  29  Stat. 
690,  secs.  10, 11,  35  Stat.  428,  41  Stat.  305, 
.  49  Stat.  1544,  1935,  sec.  3,  54  Stat.  346, 
as  amended,  sec.  3,  68  Btat.  675;  46 
U.  S.  C.  361,  362,  391,  392,  399,  400,  404, 
406-408,  411,  412,  435,  366,  395,  396,  363, 
367,  660a,  1333,  50  U.  S.  C.  198;  E.  O. 
10402,  17  F.  R.  9917;  3  CFR,  1952  Supp. 

ITEM  XVI — DANGEROUS  CARGO  REGULATIONS; 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

The  provisions  of  R.  S.  4472,  as  amend¬ 
ed  (46  U.  S.  C.  170),  require  that  the 
Coast  Guard  accept  and  adopt  in  its 
Dangerous  Cargo  Regulations  in  46  CFR 
Part  146,  such  definitions,  descriptions, 
descriptive  names,  classifications,  speci¬ 
fications  of  containers,  packing,  marking, 
labeling,  and  certification  of  explosives 
or  other  dangerous  articles  or  substances 
to  the  extent  such  requirements  are  or 
may  be  established  from  time  to  time 
by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  insofar  as  such  requirements  apply 


to  shippers  by  common  carriers  engaged 
in  interstate  and  foreign  commerce  by 
water.  The  various  amendments  pro¬ 
posed  to  the  Dangerous  Cargo  Regula¬ 
tions  in  46  CFR  Part  146  have  been 
necessitated  by  corresponding  changes 
made  in  the  regulations  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission  governing 
land  transportation  of  the  same  com¬ 
modities.  The  provisions  of  46  CPR 
146.02-19  make  these  Dangerous  Cargo 
Regulations  applicable  to  all  t3npes  of 
carriers.  Therefore,  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  applying  only  to  shippers’  require¬ 
ments,  upon  which  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  has  already  pre¬ 
scribed  regulations  in  compliance  with 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act.  are 
not  included  in  this  Agenda  but  will  be 
published  as  a  separate  document  in  the 
Federal  Register.  The  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  46  CFR  Part  146  and  147  con¬ 
tain  those  provisions  for  water  shipment 
of  new  articles  of  commerce,  editorial 
changes  to  existing  regulations,  and  re¬ 
visions  to  regulations  containing  other 
than  shippers’  requirements.  _ 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  46  CFR 
146.04-5,  which  is  a  list  of  explosives  and 
other  dangerous  articles  and  combustible 
liquids,  by  adding  the  shipping  names  of 
new  articles  of  commerce  and  by  deleting 
or  editing  those  items  which  are  no 
longer  in  use  or  have  been  changed. 

The  proposed  amendment  to  46  CPR 
146.09-2,  regarding  the  construction  of 
magazines,  will  authorize  the  use  of 
plywood  for  side  and  end  bulkheads  for 
explosives  magazines. 

The  proposed  amendment  to  46  CFR 
146.10-4,  regarding  car  floats,  will  pro¬ 
vide  for  transfer  of  highway  vehicles 
loaded  with  dangerous  material  from 
shore  side  to  an  explosive  anchorage. 

The  proposed  amendments  to  the  de¬ 
tailed  regulations  governing  explosives 
clarify  requirements  pertaining  to  stow¬ 
age  and  dunnaging  of  containers  of  ex¬ 
plosives  and  new  items  are  added  to  the 
stowage  chart  and  tables.  The  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  to  46  CFR  146.20-11, 
regarding  Class  C  explosives,  revises  the 
requirements  for  Cordeau  detonant  fuse 
and  by  adding  new  requirements  regard¬ 
ing  cigarette  loads  and  trick  matches, 
smoke  candles,  smoke  pots,  smoke  sig¬ 
nals,  and  signal  devices.  Very  signal  car¬ 
tridges  and  highway  or  railway  fuse? 
designed  to  produce  visible  effects  for 
signal  purposes  and  explosive  release  de¬ 
vices.  The  proposed  amendment  to  46 
CFR  146.20-27  revises  the  general  re¬ 
quirements  for  stowage  and  dunnaging 
of  containers  of  explosives.  The  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  to  46  CFR  146.20-90, 
changes  the  stowage  and  storage  chart 
of  explosives  and  certain  dangerous 
articles  by  revising  the  descriptive  ter¬ 
minology  of  Items  2,  7,  9  and  14  of  the 
vertical  and  horizontal  columns. 

It  is  proiwsed  to  amend  46  CFR  146.20- 
100  by  adding  new  requirements  regard¬ 
ing  initiating  explosives  to  Table  A— 
Classified;  Class  A;  Dangerous  Ex¬ 
plosives.  The  proposed  amendment  to 
46  CFR  146.20-200  will  add  requirements 
regarding  starter  cartridges,  jet  engine. 
Class  B  explosives,  to  Table  B — Classi¬ 
fication:  Class  B;  less  dangerous  ex¬ 
plosives.  It  is  proposed  to  amend  46 
CFR  146.20-300  by  revising  the  require- 
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merits  for  explosive  auto  alarms,  Cor- 
deau  detonant  fuse,  explosive  cable  cut¬ 
ters,  and  common  fireworks  (hand  ship 
distress  signals) ,  in  Table  C — Classifica¬ 
tion:  Class  C;  relatively  safe  explosives. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  the  detailed 
regulations  governing  inflammable  liq¬ 
uids  by  revising  46  CFR  .146.21-100  to 
provide  for  shipment  of  new  materials, 
such  as  aluminum  triethyl,  aluminum 
trimethyl,  methyl  dichlorosilane,  and 
pyroforic  fuel,  which  requirements  will 
be  added  to  the  Table  D — Classiflcation: 
Inflammable  liquids. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  the  detailed 
regulations  governing  inflammable  solids 
and  oxidizing  materials  to  provide  for 
shipment  of  chlorate  and  borate  mix¬ 
tures  of  less  than  28  percent  chlorate 
and  to  provide  for  certain  exemptions 
for  charcoal.  The  proposed  revision  will 
be  made  in  Table  E — Classiflcation:  In¬ 
flammable  solids  and  oxidizing  materials 
in  46  C:FR  146.22-100. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  46  C?PR  146.23- 
100,  which  is  Table  F — Classiflcation: 
Corrosive  liquids,  by  adding  require¬ 
ments  for  new  materials,  such  as  chro- 
myl  chloride,  sodium  aluminate,  liquid 
and  monochloroacetic  acid. 

The  proposed  amendment  to  the  de¬ 
tailed  regulations  governing  compressed 
gases  provide  for  shipment  by  water  of 
new  materials.  It  is  proposed  to  amend 
46  CFR  146.24-100,  which  is  Table  G — 
Classification:  Compresses  gases,  by  add¬ 
ing  requirements  for  new  materials,  such 
as  pressurized  liquid  argon,  mixtures  of 
dichlorodifiuoromethane,  pressurized  liq¬ 
uid  nitrogen,  pressurized  liquid  oxygen 
and  N.  O.  S.  refrigerant  gas. 

The  proposed  amendments  to  the  de¬ 
tailed  regulations  governing  hazardous 
articles  will  permit  shipment  of  calcium 
carbide  in  fiberboard  boxes  and  will  pro¬ 
vide  new  requirements  for  certain  metal 
scrap  which  has  proved  hazardous  in 
water  transportation.  The  proposed 
amendment  to  46  CFR  146.27-100,  which 
is  Table  K — Classiflcation:  Hazardous 
articles,  revises  stowage  requirements  for 
calcium  carbide,  and  adds  new  require¬ 
ments  for  metal  borings,  shavings,  turn¬ 
ings,  and  cuttings. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  the  regulations 
governing  use  of  dangerous  articles  as 
ships’  stores  and  supplies  on  board  ves¬ 
sels  to  provide  for  the  carriage  of  engine 
starting  fluid  packaged  in  containers 
other  than  metal  cartridges.  The  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  to  46  CFR  147.06-3, 
which  is  Table  S — Classification:  Ships’ 
Stores  and  Supplies  of  a  dangerous  na¬ 
ture,  changes  the  requirements  for 
starting  fluid,  inflammable,  in  metal 
containers. 

The  authority  for  dangerous  cargo 
regulations  in  46  CFR  Parts  146  and  147 
is  in  R.  S.  4405,  as  amended,  4462,  as 
amended,  and  4472,  as  amended;  46 
U.  S.  C.  375,  416,  170.  'These  regulations 
interpret  or  apply  sec.  3,  68  Stat.  675; 
50  U.  S.  C.  198;  E.  O.  10402,  17  F.  R. 
9917,  3  CFR,  1952  Supp. 

Dated:  February  27,  1957. 

[seal]  a.  C.  Richmond, 

Vice  Admiral,  U,  S.  Coast  Guard, 
Commandant. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-1726;  Piled,  Mar.  6.  1967; 

8:63  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE . 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  903  ] 

[Docket  No.  AO-10-A221 

Milk  in  St.  Louis,  Missouri,  Marketing 
Area 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING  ON  PROTOSED  AMEND¬ 
MENTS  TO  TENTATIVE  MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENT  AND  ORDER,  AS  AMENDED 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et 
seq.) ,  and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  as  amended,  governing 
the  formulation  of  marketing  agreements 
and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) , 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  public  hearing 
to  be  held  at  the  Melbourne  Hotel,  Grand 
Avenue  and  Lindell  Blvd.,  St.  Louis,  Mis¬ 
souri,  beginning  at  10:00  a.  m.,  on  March 
12, 1957,  with  respect  to  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order,  as  amended,  regulating 
the  handling  of  milk  in  the  St.  Louis, 
Missouri,  marketing  area. 

The  public  hearing  is  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  evidence  with  respect  to  the 
economic  and  marketing  conditions 
which  relate  to  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments,  hereinafter  set  forth,  and  any 
appropriate  modiflcations  thereof,  to  the 
lientative  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  as  amended. 

Proposals  numbers  5,  6,  7,  and  8  refer 
to  standards  under  which  country  plants 
may  qualify  as  pool  plants.  Any  con¬ 
sideration  of  changes  in  these  provisions 
may  involve  corresponding  changes  in 
the  standards  imder  which  city  plants 
may  qualify  as  pool  plants.  Ac(x>rdingly, 
the  hearing  will  be  open  to  the  consider¬ 
ation  of  all  portions  of  the  definition  of 
pool  plants  and  to  such  corollary  pro¬ 
visions  cus  the  definitions  of  handler, 
producer,  approved  milk  and  other 
source  milk;  and  the  reporting,  classifi¬ 
cation,  pricing  and  payment  provisions 
relating  thereto. 

The  proposed  amendments,  set  forth 
below,  have  not  received  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

By  Sanitary  Milk  Producers  Associa¬ 
tion  and  Producers  Creamery  Company. 

1.  Delete  §  903.6  (a)  and  (b)  and  sub¬ 
stitute  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

(a)  Diverted  by  a  qualified  cooperative 
ELSsoclation  for  the  account  of  such  asso¬ 
ciation  from  a  pool  plant  to  a  non-pool 
plant:  Provided,  That  milk  so  diverted 
shall  be  deemed  received  by  the  cooper¬ 
ative  association  at  a  pool  plant  at  the 
location  of  the  plant  from  which  di¬ 
verted:  And  provided  further.  That 
before  the  cooperative  can  divert  milk 
to  a  non-pooL  plant  it  must  offer  such 
milk  for  sale  to  handlers  in  the  market 
for  Class  I  purposes  by  a  written  notice 
stating  the  terms  and  conditions  of  sale. 

By  Square  Deal  Milk  Producers 
^^jssocld-^ioii* 

2.  Delete  paragraph  (b)  of  §  903.6  and 
substitute  therefor  the  following : 

(b)  Diverted  by  cooperative  Eissocia- 
tion  to  a  non-pool  plant  for  the  accoimt 
of  the  cooperative  ass<x;iation:  Provided, 
That  any  such  milk  so  diverted  shall  be 


deemed  to  have  been  received  by  the 
cooperative  association  at  a  pool  plant 
at  the  location  of  the  plant  from  which 
diverted. 

3.  Consider  the  definition  of  producer 
with  respect  to  deliveries  through  the 
bulk  tank  system  and  make  provision  for 
circumstances  where  milk  in  a  farm  tank 
pickup  truck  is  delivered  to  more  than 
one  milk  plant. 

By  Sanitary  Milk  Producers  Associa¬ 
tion  and  Producers  Creamery  Company. 

4.  Delete  §  903.8  Country  plant  and 
substitute  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

§  903.8  Country  plant.  “Country 
plant’’  means  a  plant  except  a  city  plant 
which  is  qualified  as  a  pool  plant  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  proviso  in  §  903.9  (b)  or  a 
plant  from  which  milk  or  skim  milk 
which  may  be  distributed  in  the  market¬ 
ing  area  under  a  Grade  “A”  label,  is 
supplied  during  t6e  month  to  a  plant 
qualified  pursuant  to  §  903.9  (a) .  Such 
plant  shall  have  the  building,  machinery 
and  equipment  necessary  for  receiving, 
cooling  and  storing  milk  and  producer 
milk  must  be  phsrsically  received. 

5.  Delete  all  of  §  903.9  (b)  “pool  plant” 
and  substitute  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following: 

(b)  A  city  plant  or  country  plant  from 
which  no  less  than  50  percent  of  its  ap¬ 
proved  milk  during  the  month  is  shipped 
to  pool  plants  or  distributed  on  routes 
to  retail  or  wholesale  outlets  (including 
plant  stores  but  not  including  pool  plants 
or  non-pool  plants)  located  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  area:  Provided.  That  if  a  coimtry 
plant  ships  to  pool  plants  approved  milk 
equal  to  at  least  75  percent  of  its  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  in  the  months  of  October  and 
November,  and  50  percent  In  the  months 
of  August,  September,  December  and 
January,  such  plant  shall  upon  a  written 
application  to  the  Market  Administrator 
on  or  before  January  31st  of  any  year  be 
designated  as  a  pool  plant  until  the  end 
of  any  month  during  the  succeeding  Au¬ 
gust  through  January  period  in  which  the 
milk  of  such  plant  is  disposed  of  in  such 
a  way  that  it  becomes  impossible  for  the 
plant  to  re-establish  its  qualifications 
under  the  terms  of  this  proviso:  And 
provided  further.  That  a  country  plant 
operated  by  a  qualified  milk  processing 
cooperative  association  or  by  a  qualified 
milk  processing  cooperative  sissociation 
under  an  agreement  with  another  quali¬ 
fied  milk  processing  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion  may  become  a  pool  plant  during  any 
month  if  deliveries  to  other  pool  plants 
equals  at  least  75  percent  of  the  total 
milk  production  of  the  producer  members 
of  the  association  or  associations  during 
October  and  November  and  at  least 
50  percent  during  December  through 
September. 

6.  Delete  §  903.10. 

By  Prairie  Farms  of  Southern  Illinois. 

7.  Delete  paragraph  (b)  of  S  903.9  and 
substitute  therefor  the  following: 

(b)  A  country  plant  from  which  no 
less  than  50  percent  of  its  approved 
milk,  during  the  month.  Is  shipped  to 
pool  plants  or  distributed  on  routes  to 
retail  or  wholesale  outlets  (including 
plant  stores,  but  not  including  pool 
plants  or  nonpool  plants)  located  In  the 
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marketinsT  area;  Provided,  That  if  a 
country  plant  ships  to  pool  plants,  ap¬ 
proved  milk  equal  to  at  least  75  percent 
of  its  producer  milk  In  October  and 
November  and  at  least  35  percent  of  such 
milk  in  three  additional  months  during 
the  months  of  Augiist  through  January, 
inclusive,  such  plant  shall,  upon  written 
application  to  the  market  administrator 
on  or  before  January  31  of  any  year,  be 
designated  as  a  pool  plant  until  the  end 
of  any  month  during  the  succeeding 
August  through  January  period  in  which 
the  milk  of  such  plant  is  disposed  of  in 
such  a  way  that  it  becomes  impossible  for 
the  plant  to  re-establish  its  qualifica¬ 
tion  imder  the  terms  of  this  proviso. 

8.  Delete  S  903.10. 

By  Sanitary  Milk  Producers  Associa¬ 
tion  and  Producers  Creamery  Company. 

9.  Delete  all  of  §  903.12  and  substitute 
in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

S  903.12  Handler,  “Handler”  means: 

(a)  Any  person  in  his  capacity  as  an 
operator  of  a  city  plant  or  a  country 
plant. 

(b)  A  producer  handler. 

(c)  A  qualified  cooperative  sissociation 
with  respect  to  milk  producers  diverted 
for  the  account  of  such  association  from 
a  pool  plant  to  a  non-pool  plant. 

(d)  A  qualified  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion  with  respect  to  milk  from  any  mem¬ 
ber  producer  as  defined  in  §  903.6  of  such 
association  which  is  transferred  from  a 
pool  plant  to  another  pool  plant  by  such 
association  for  its  account:  Provided, 
however.  That  such  cooperative  associa. 
tion  shall  notify  the  Market  Administra¬ 
tor  in  writing  of  their  intentions  of  be¬ 
coming  the  handler  for  such  milk  and 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  handler  for 
such  milk  for  the  full  delivery  period. 
Provided,  That  a  cooperative  association 
to  become  the  handler  for  such  milk 
must  otherwise  be  a  handler  under  this 
part. 

By  Prairie  Farms  of  Southern  Illinois. 

10.  Add  a  new  §  903.17  to  read  as 
follows: 

S  903.17  Cooperative  association. 
“Cooperative  association”  means  any  co¬ 
operative  association  of  producers,  bona 
fide  engaged  in  marketing  producer  milk 
covered  by  this  part  or  in  rendering  serv¬ 
ices  for  or  advancing  the  interests  of 
the  producers  of  such  producer  milk. 

By  Producers  Creamery  Company. 

11.  Add  the  following  definition  to  the 
section  of  the  order  dealing  with  defi¬ 
nitions. 

§  903...  Qualified  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion.  “Qualified  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion"  means  any  cooperative  association 
of  producers  which  the  Secretary  deter¬ 
mines: 

(a)  To  be  qualified  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act  of  Congress  of  February 
18,  1922,  known  as  the  Capper  Volstead 
Act; 

(b)  To  be  governed  by  the  principles 
of  one  member  one  vote  so  as  to  have 
its  entire  activities  imder  the  complete 
control  of  its  members;  and 

(c)  To  have  and  to  exercise  full  au¬ 
thority  in  the  sale  of  the  milk  of  its 
members  consistent  with  good  market¬ 
ing  practices  which  will  bring  about  the 


highest  possible  utilization  of  its  mem¬ 
bers’  milk. 

By  Sanitai7  Milk  Producers  Associa¬ 
tion  and  Producers  Creamery  Company. 

12.  Add  a  new  definition  as  follows: 

S  903...  Qualified  milk  processing  co¬ 
operative  association.  “Qualified  milk 
processing  cooperative  association” 
means  a  qualified  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion  which  operates  facilities  for  receiv¬ 
ing,  weighing,  cooling  and  shipping  Class 

I  milk  and  for  processing  milk  into  Class 

II  products. 

13.  Add  a  new  definition  as  follows: 

5  903...  Dairp  farmers  for  other  mar¬ 
kets.  “Dairy  farmers  for  other  markets’* 
means  any  dairy  farmer  whose  milk  is 
received  by  a  handler  at  a  pool  plant 
diu'ing  March  through  July  from  a  farm 
from  which  the  handler,  or  an  affiliate 
of  a  handler,  or  any  person  who' controls 
or  is  controlled  by  the  handler,  received 
non-pool  milk  during  any  of  the  pre¬ 
ceding  months  of  August  through  Febru¬ 
ary,  except  the  term  shall  not  include 
any  person  who  was  a  producer  handler 
diiri]^  such  August  through  February 
period. 

14.  It  is  proposed  that  the  following 
sections  of  Federal  Order  No.  3  be 
changed  so  that  closing  inv^tory  of 
Class  I  products  can  be  classified  as  Class 
n  and  that  the  allocation  and  computa¬ 
tion  of  value  sections  be  revised  to  con¬ 
form  with  such  changes. 

(a)  Section  903.41  (b)  (2)  be  deleted 
as  now  written  and  replaced  by 
the  following: 

(2)  In  inventory  of  milk  and  milk 
products  designated  as  Class  I  milk  pur¬ 
suant  to  paragraph  (a)  (1)  and  (2)  of 
this  section  on  hand  at  the  end  of  the 
month. 

(b)  Section  903.45  (a)  (5)  be  revised 
as  follows: 

(5)  Subtract  from  the  pounds  of  skim 
milk  remaining  in  Class  n  milk  the 
pounds  of  skim  milk  contained  in  inven¬ 
tory  of  products  designated  as  Class  I 
milk  in  §  903.41  (a)  (1)  and  (2)  on  hand 
at  the  beginning  of  the  month:  Provided, 
That  if  the  pounds  of  milk  in  such  inven¬ 
tory  exceed  the  remaining  pounds  of 
skim  milk  in  Class  n  milk,  the  balance 
shall  be  subtracted  from  the  pounds  of 
milk  remaining  in  Class  I  milk. 

(c)  Propose  that  the  numbering  of 
present  subparagraphs  (5),  (6)  and  (7) 
of  §903.45  (a)  be  changed  to  (6),  (7) 
and  (8). 

(d)  Section  903.70  be  changed  by 
adding  (d)  as  follows: 

(d)  Add  the  amount  computed  by 
multipljring  the  difference  between  the 
appropriate  Class  n  price  for  the  pre¬ 
ceding  month  and  the  appropriate  Class 
I  price  for  the  current  month  by  the 
hundredweight  of  skim  milk  and  butter- 
fat  remaining  in  Class  n  after  the  calcu¬ 
lations  pursuant  to  §  903.45  (a)  (7)  and 
(b)  less  amount  deducted  pursuant  to 
S  903.45  (a)  (1)  and  (b)  for  the  preced¬ 
ing  month  or  the  hundredweight  of  skim 
milk  and  butterfat  subtracted  from  Class 
I  pursuant  to  §  903.45  (a)  (5)  and  (b) 
for  the  current  month,  whichever  is  less. 


(The  subparagraph  numbers  referred 
to  above  are  as  proposed  to  be  revised 
herein.) 

By  the  Dairy  Division. 

15.  It  is  proposed  that  §  903.44  be  re¬ 
vised  so  as  to  make  the  order  more 
specific  in  the  handling  of  receipts  and 
utilization  of  milk  products  from  which 
some  or  all  of  the  water  has  been 
removed. 

By  Sanitary  Milk  Producers 
Association  and  Producers  Creamery 
Company. 

16.  Amend  §  903.43  transfers  by  add¬ 
ing  a  subparagraph  (5)  under  (c)  to 
read  as  follows: 

(5)  Unless  the  non-pool  plant  is  not 
packaging  Class  I  products  and  the  non¬ 
pool  plant  is  not  disposing  of  bulk  milk 
to  other  plants  having  packaging  facili¬ 
ties:  Provided,  That  this  shall  not  result 
in  the  classification  of  producer  milk 
to  Class  I  in  excess  of  the  total  amount 
of  CHass  I  distribution  or  disposition  to 
other  plants  having  packaging  facilities 
from  said  non-pool  plant. 

By  Prairie  Farms  of  Southern  Illinois. 

17.  Delete  §  903.43  and  substitute 
therefore  the  following: 

§  903.43  Transfers,  (a)  Skim  milk 
and  butterfat  disposed  of  from  a  pool 
plant  to  the  pool  plant  of  another 
handler  in  the  form  of  milk,  skim  milk 
or  cream  shall  be  Class  I  milk  unless 
Class  n  milk  is  indicated  by  the  opera¬ 
tors  of  both  plants  in  their  reports  sub¬ 
mitted  pursuant  to  §  903.30:  Provided, 
That  in  no  event  shall  the  amount  so 
classified  as  Class  n  be  greater  than  the 
amount  of  producer  milk  used  in  such 
class  in  the  pool  p^t(s)  of  the  trans¬ 
feree  handler  after  allocating  other 
source  milk  in  such  plant(s)  in  series 
beginning  with  the  lowest  price 
utilization. 

(b)  Skim  milk  and  butterfat  disposed 
of  in  the  form  of  milk,  skim  milk  or 
cream  by  transfer  or  diversion  from  a 
pool  plant  to  a  non-pool  plant  shall  be 
Class  I  milk  imless: 

'  (1)  The  product  Is  transferred  or  di¬ 
verted  in  bulk  form  or  in  producer  cans; 

(2)  The  transferee-plant  is  located 
within  150  airline  miles  from  the  City 
Hall  in  St.  Louis.  Missouri,  and  Class  H 
milk  is  indicated  by  the  operator  of  the 
pool  plant  in  his  report  submitted  pursu¬ 
ant  to  §  903.30; 

(3)  The  operator  of  the  non-pool  plant 
maintains  books  and  records  which  are 

.  made  available  for  examination  upon 
request  by  the  Market  Administrator  and 
which  are  adequate  for  the  verification  of 
Class  n  utilization;  and 

(4)  Equivalent  amounts  of  skim  milk 
and  butterfat,  respectively,  were  actu¬ 
ally  utilized  in  the  non-pool  plant  during 
the  month  in  the  use  reported :  Provided, 
That  if  less  than  equivalent  amounts  of' 
skim  milk  and  butterfat,  respectively, 
were  actually  used  as  reported,  the  dif- 
f  erenpe  shall  be  classified  as  Class  I  milk. 

(c) '  Skim  milk  and  butterfat  disposed 
of  in  the  iorm  of  milk,  skim  milk,  or 
cream,  from  a' pool  plant  to  retail  estab¬ 
lishments  shall  be  classified  as  Class  I 
milk;  Provided,  That  milk  and  butterfat 
contained  in  milk,  skim  milk,  or  cream 
so  disposed  of  in  bulk  to  retail  establish- 
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merits  which,  under  applicable  health 
regulations,  are  permitted  to  receive 
milk,  skim  milk,  or  cream,  other  than 
of  Grade  A  quality  for  Class  II  uses,  shall 
be  classified  as  Class  n  milk  if  so  used 
or  disposed  of:  And  provided  further. 

That  the  market  adininistrator  is  al¬ 
lowed  to  verify  such  use  or  disposition 
in  the  retail  establishment. 

(d)  Skim  milk  and  butterfat  disposed 
of  in  the  form  of 'milk,  skim  milk,  or 
cream  by  transfer  or  diversion  from  a 
pool  plant  to  a  producer-handler  shall  be 
classified  as  Class  I  milk. 

By  Co-operative  Milk  Producers  of 
Missouri. 

18.  Consider  amending  §  903.51  (a) 

(1)  by  making  changes  in  seasonal 
premiums  to  make  it  more  attractive  for 
the  producer  to  level  his  supply  of  milk. 

By  Square  Deal  Milk  Producers  Asso¬ 
ciation. 

19.  In  §  903.51  (a)  (1),  consider  the 

fixing  of  a  Class  I  price  in  relation  to 
competing  markets  and  consider  changes 
in  the  seasonal  differentials  so  as  to  en¬ 
courage  production  more  in  alignment  received,  begimung  with  the  plant 
with  the  needs  of  the  market.  having  the  largest  differential,  and  then 

20.  In  §  903.51  (a)  (2),  consider  to  producer  milk:  And  protndcd /urf her, 

changes  in  the  basic  utilization  percent-  That  any  approved  milk  transferred  be- 
age  and  other  supply-demand  factors,  tween  city  plants  as  Class  H  milk,  which 

By  Prairie  Farms  of  Southern  Illinois,  is  to  be  assigned  to  receipts  of  approved 

21.  In  §  903.51  (b),  change  the  Class  from  other  plants  pursuant  to  this 

n  Ttiiik  price  to  an  amount  equal  to  the  section,  shall  be  assigned  to  approved 
basic  formula  price  less  6  cents  for  the  nailk  received  from  such  other  plants  by 
months  of  September  through  February,  either  city  plant  so  as  to  irield  the  great- 
and  compute  the  Class  II  price  for  all  return  to  producers.^ 
other  months  as  follows:  By  the  Dairy  Division* 

(1)  Multiply  by  4.2  the  simple  aver-  4,  Add  a  new  provision  as  follows: 

age,  as  computed  by  the  market  admin-  ,  ,  „  ,  .  .  ^ 

istrator,  of  the  daily  wholesale  selling  §  903.54  Use  of  equivalent  price, 
prices  (using  the  midpoint  of  any  price  quotation  required 

range  as  one  price)  of  92-score  bulk  ^^is  part  for  computing  class  prices 
creamery  butter  per  pound  at  Chicago,  ®’®y  availaWe 

as  reported  by  the  Department  during  in  the  manner  described,  the  market  ad- 
the  month;  ministrator  shall  use  a  price  determined 

(2)  Multiply  by  8.2  the  weighted  aver-  ^y  tt^c  ^cretery  to  be  equivalent  to  the 
age  of  carlot  prices  per  poimd  of  roller  Price  which  is  required.  ^ 

process  nonfat  d^  milk  solids,  for  By  Square  Deal  Milk  Producers  Asso- 
human  consumption,  f.  o.  b.  manufac-  elation. 

turing  plants  in  the  Chicago  area,  as  25.  Amend  the  order  so  as  to  provide 
published  for  the  period  from  the  26th  that  all  sales  made  by  handlers  in  other 
day  of  the  Immediately  preceeding  Federal  order  areas  and  classified  as 
month  through  the  25th  day  of  the  cur-  Class  I  under  Order  No.  3  shall  be  at 
rent  month  by  the  Department;  and  the  Class  I  price  under  Order  No.  3  or 

(3)  From  the  sum  of  the  results  ar-  under  such  other  Federal  order,  which- 
rived  at  under  subparagraphs  (1 )  and  (2)  ever  is  higher. 

of  this  para^i^ph  subf^ract  81  cents.  «  «  1  .  ^  , 

By  co-operaUve  Milk  Producers  of  Souttem  lUlnols. 

Missouri.  §  903.62  and 

22.  Consider  amending  §  903.51  (b)  to  therefor  the  following; 

provide  a  more  realistic  approach  to  the  §  903.62  Handlers  operating  nonpool 
price  for  Class  n  milk.  plants.  None  of  the  provisions  from 

By  Sanitary  Milk  Producers  Associa-  §§  903.42  through  903.46,  inclusive,  or 
tion  and  Producers  Creamery  Company,  from  §§  903.70  through  903.85,  inclusive, 

23.  Delete  all  of  §  903.52  location  dif-  shall  apply  in  the  case  of  a  handler  in  his 


le  milk  is  diverted  to  the  City  Hall  in  (b)  Deduct  the  gross  payments,  In- 
t.  Louis.  elusive  of  any  premium  but  exclusive  of 

Allowance  deductions,  made  by  the  handler  to  dairy 

iieage:  •  (cents)  farmers  with  respect  to  the  milk  for 

More  than  70  but  less  than  80  miles-  16 

More  than  80  but  less  than  90  miles-  18  is  compu^  pursuant  to 

More  than  90  but  less  than  100  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section: 

miles _ _ _  20  Divide  the  remainder,  if  any,  by 

More  than  100  but  less  than  110  the  number  of  himdred weights  of  milk 

22  received  from  such  dairy  farmers  and 
rac-  classified  as  Class  I  milk:  Provided,  That 

— -  ^  in  no  event  shall  the  resulting  amount 

of  calcu-  per  himdredweight  exceed  the  difference 
3  with  re-  between  the  Class  I  price  adjusted  by  the 
&rred  be-  Class  I  butterfat  and  location  differen- 
approved  and  the  uniform  price  adjusted  by 

ree  plant  Class  I  location  differential  and  by 
t  in  such  ^  butterfat  differential  calculated  by 
rsuant  to  multiplying  the  total  volume  of  producer 
deducting  butterfat  in  each  class  during  the  month 
1  milk  or  butterfat  differential  for  each 

times  the  class,  dividing  the  results  by  the  total 
whichever  butterfat  in  producer  milk  and  rounding 
oved  milk  ^^®  resultant  figure  to  the  nearest  one- 
according  tenth  cent.  • 

licable  at  Multiply  the  amount  per  hun- 

>ved  milk  dredweight  determined  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section  by  the 
number  of  hundredweights  of  Class  I 
milk  disposed  of  from  such  plant  in  the 
marketing  area. 

By  Midwest  Dairy  Products. 

27.  Amend  §  903.62.  Handlers  oper¬ 
ating  non-pool  plants,  to  provide  for 
pa3rment  into  the  producer  Settlement 
Fund,  whichever  is  the  lesser  amount. 

(a)  The  product  of  the  quantity  of 
milk  served  by  such  handlers  which  was 
disposed  of  in  the  marketing  area  on 
routes  as  Class  I  milk  during  the  month 
multiplied  by  the  difference  between 

If  Class  I  and  Class  H  price  pursuant  to 
the  order  during  April  through  July  and 
the  difference  between  the  price  for  Class 
I  milk  and  the  uniform  price  pursuant  to 
the  order  during  August  through  March, 
after  giving  consideration  to  location 
differential. 

(b)  Any  plus  amount  resulting  from 
the  following  computation;  Divide  an 
amount  equal  to  the  net  pool  obligation 
which  would  be  computed  pursuant  to 
§  903.70  for  such  handler  for  such  month 
if  such  handler  operated  a  pool  plant 
by  the  hundredweight  of  milk  received 
from  approved  dairy  farmers;  deduct  the 
payments  per  hundredweight  of  milk 
made  by  such  handler  to  approved  dairy 
farmers  for  milk  received  during  such 
month:  Provided,  That  if  such  handler 

substitute  has  paid  dairy  farmers  by  more  than  one 
rate,  the  payments  to  approved  dairy 
farmers  shall  be  computed  at  the  low¬ 
est  rates  paid  for  a  volume  of  milk  equal 
to  the  volume  disposed  of  in  the  market¬ 
ing  area. 

28.  Amend  §  903.70  (b)  (1)  deleting 
“March”  and  substituting  therefor 
“April”;  and  §903.70  (b)  (2)  deleting 
“February”  and  substituting  therefor 
“March”. 

By  Sanitary  Mfilk  Producers  Associa¬ 
tion  and  Producers  Creamery  Company. 

29.  Amend  §  903.80  Time  and  method 
of  payment  for  producer  milk  by 
amending  paragraph  (b)  and  adding  a 
new  sulHMiragraph  (3)  to  paragraph  (b). 
as  follows: 

(b)  In  the  case  of  a  qualified  coopera¬ 
tive  association  which  has  so  requested 
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ftny  handler  In  waiting,  such  handler 
shall  make  pasonent  to  the  qualified  co* 
operative  association  for  milk  received 
during  the  month  from  the  producer 
members  as  designated  by  the  Market 
Administrator  of  SUCh  association  as 
follows; 

•  •  •  •  • 

(3)  That  to  these  amounts  shall  be 
added  one-half  of  one  percent  of  any 
amount  due  the  qualified  cooperative 
association  or  producer  pursuant  to  this 
section  for  each  month  or  any  portion 
thereof  that  such  payment  is  overdue. 

30.  Amend  S  903.82  Location  differ en- 
tials  to  producers  by  substituting  con¬ 
forming  language  so  that  it  will  provide 
for  the  same  changes  as  were  proposed 
for  i  903.52  Location  differentials  to 
handlers. 

31.  Delete  all  of  §  903.88  Marketing 
services  and  substitute  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following: 

S  903.88  Marketing  services.  (a) 
Each  handler  in  making  payments  to 
producers  pursuant  to  §  903.80  shall  de¬ 
duct  5  cents  per  hundredweight  or  such 
lesser  amount  at  the  Secretary  may  pre¬ 
scribe  with  respect  to  all  milk  received 
by  such  handlers  (excluding  such  hand¬ 
ler’s  own  production)  from  producers 
during  the  month  and  shall  pay  such 
deductions  to  the  Market  Administrator 
on  or  before  the  15th  day  after  the  end 
of  each  month  provided  that  such  de¬ 
duction  shall  not  apply  to  members  of 
qualified  cooperatives,  pursuant  to  this 
section. 

(b)  Such  monies  shall  be  used  by  the 
Market  Administrator  to  verify  weights, 
samples  and  tests  of  milk  received  from 
such  producers  and  to  provide  them  with 
market  information.  Such  services  shall 
be  performed  in  whole  or  in  part  by  the 
Market  Administrator  or  by  an  agent 
engaged  by  and  responsible  to  him. 

By  Prairie  Farms  of  Southern  Illinois. 

32.  Make  conforming  changes  through¬ 
out  the  order  so  that  all  refer¬ 
ences  to  a  cooperative  association  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  903.88  (b) ,  such  as  appears 
in  §  903.12,  shall  refer  in  lieu  thereof,  to 
§  903.17. 

By  Square  Deal  Milk  Producers  Associ¬ 
ation. 

33.  Make  such  other  changes  as  may 
be  necessary  or  desirable  or  required  to 
make  the  marketing  agreement  and  order 
for  the  St.  Louis  marketing  area  conform 
with  the  amendments  thereto  that  may 
result  from  the  hearing. 

Copies  of  this  notice  of  hearing  and  the 
order,  as  amended,  may  be  procured  from 
the  Market  Administrator,  4030  Chouteau 
Avenue,  St.  Louis  10,  Mi^uri,  or  from 
the  Hearing  Clerk.  Room  112,  Adminis¬ 
tration  Building,  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington  25, 
D.  C.,  or  may  be  there  inspected. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  1st 
day  of  March  1957. 

[SEAL]  F.  R  Burkz, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 

[F.  B.  Doo.  57-1722;  Filed,  Mar.  6.  1957; 

8:52  a.  zu.] 


[  7  CFR  Part  969  1 

[Docket  No.  AO-254-A2] 

Avocados  Grown  in  Soitth  Florida 

NOTICE  or  RECOMMENDED  DECISION  AND 

OPPORTUNITY  TO  FILE  WRITTEN  EXCEP¬ 
TIONS  WITH  RESPECT  TO  PROPOSED 

AMENDMENTS  TO  AMENDED  MARKETING 

AGREEMENT  AND  ORDER  REGULATING 

HANDLING 

Pursuant  to  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  as  amended,  governing  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  formulate  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
909),  notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  filing 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk  of  this  recom¬ 
mended  decision  of  the  Deputy  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture, 
with  respect  to  proposed  amendments  to 
the  marketing  agreement,  as  amended, 
and  Order  No.  69,  as  amended  (7  CFR 
Part  969),  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
“order,”  regulating  the  handling  of  avo¬ 
cados  grown  in  South  Florida,  to  be  made 
effective  pursuant  tq  the  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (48  Stat.  31.  as 
amended;  7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.;  68  Stat. 
906, 1047) ,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
“act.”  Interested  parties  may  file 
written  exceptions  to  this  recommended 
decision  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Room 
112,  Administration  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton  25,  D.  C.,  not  later  than  the  cIom  of 
business  of  the  tenth  day  after  publica¬ 
tion  thereof  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Exceptions  should  be  filed  in  quadrupli¬ 
cate. 

Preliminary  statement.  The  public 
hearing,  on  the  record  of  which  the 
proposed  amendments  to  the  marketing 
agreement  and  order  are  formulated, 
was  initiated  by  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Service  as  a  result  of  proposals  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Avocado  Administrative 
Committee,  the  administrative  agency 
established  pursuant  to  the  order.  In 
accordance  with  the  applicable  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  aforesaid  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  notice  that  such  public 
hearing  would  be  held  on  December  11, 
1956,  in  the  Auditorium.  Redlands  Farm 
Labor  Camp,  Homestead  (Modello), 
Florida,  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (21  F.  R.  9383)  on  November 
30, 1956. 

Material  issues.  The  material  issues 
presented  on  the  record  of  the  hearing 
were  concerned  with  amending  the 
marketing  agreement  and  order  to: 

(1)  Permit  only  a  grower  or  producer 
having  a  proprietary  interest  in  10  or 
more  bearing  avocado  trees  to  participate 
in  nominations  of  grower  members  and 
alternate  members  of  the  committee; 

(2)  Permit  only  powers  who  reside 
outside  the  production  area  to  be  repre¬ 
sented  by  duly  authorized  agents  in  nom¬ 
ination  meetings ; 

(3)  Authorize  the  committee  to  hold 
simultaneous  meetings  of  groups  of  its 
members  at  two  or  more  places  through 
the  use  of  appropriate  telephone  com¬ 
munication  with  loud  speaker  receivers; 

(4)  Change  the  time  for  the  prepara¬ 
tion  and  mailing  of  the  annual  report  to 


read  “as  sooti  as  practicable  after  the 
close  of  each  fiscal  year” ; 

(5)  Change  the  provisions  pertaining 
to  assessments  and  accounting  to  permit 
the  carryover  of  surplus  assessment 
funds  for  use  as  a  reserve  to  finance 
certain  order  operations ; 

(6)  Authorize  the  committee,  when 
necessary,  to  exempt  from  the  regula¬ 
tory,  assessment,  and  inspection  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  order,  shipments  of  avocados 
made  in  furtherance  of  a  marketing  re¬ 
search  project  of  the  committee; 

(7)  Authorize  the  establishment  of 
pack  specifications,  and  of  regulations 
requiring  all  avocados  handled  to  be 
packed  in  accordance  with  such  specifi¬ 
cations  and  for  the  containers  to  be 
identified  by  labels,  stamps,  or  other  ap¬ 
propriate  means; 

(8)  Authorize  the  establishment  of 
regulations  with  respect  to  avocados 
shipped  to  destinations  within  the  pro¬ 
duction  area  different  from  those  appli¬ 
cable  to  avocados  shipped  to  destina¬ 
tions  outside  of  such  area. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  on  the  material 
issues,  all  of  which  are  based  upon  the 
evidence  adduced  at  the  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof,  are  as  follows: 

(1)  The  current  definition  of  “grower” 
defines  such  term  as  any  person  who 
produces  avocados  for  market  and  who 
has  a  proprietary  interest  therein.  It 
was  proposed  to  amend  the  current  def¬ 
inition  of  grower  to  permit  only  a  grower 
or  producer  having  a  proprietary  inter¬ 
est  in  10  or  more  bearing  avocado  trees 
to  participate  in  the  nomination  of 
grower  members  and  alternate  members 
of  the  committee. 

It  is  concluded  from  the  evidence  that 
it  would  be  in  the  best  interest  of  com¬ 
mercial  growers  or  producers  of  Florida 
avocados  to  amend  §  969.8  Grower,  of 
the  order,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

It  is  apparent  from  the  testimony  that 
the  industry  intends, that  the  local  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  order  primarily 
should  be  by  the  growers  who  are  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  production  on  a  commercial 
scale  of  avocados  for  market.  It  was 
pointed  out  that  there  are  thousands 
of  homes  in  the  general  area  of  South 
Miami  and  Homestead,  Florida,  many 
of  which  are  located  on  lots  subdivided 
from  former  avocado  groves.  These 
homes  usually  have  a  few  avocado  trees 
remaining  as  backyard  plantings,  and 
there  are  many  other  homes  in  both 
urban  and  rural  areas  in  Southern  Flor¬ 
ida  where  the  owners  have  planted  a  few 
avocado  trees  and  other  subtropical 
fruit  trees  in  the  backyards  for  orna¬ 
mental  or  aesthetic  purposes,  and  |or 
home  use  of  the  fruit. 

Under  the  present  definition  of  grower, 
thousands  of  these  home  owners  qualify 
as  producers  of  avocados  and  may  par- 
tic^ate  in  nomination  meetings  if  they 
desire.  They  far  outnumber  the  recog¬ 
nized  commercial  producers  of  avocados 
in  the  production  area.  The  production 
of  avocados  by  these  home  owners,  how¬ 
ever,  is  insignificant  when  compared  to 
the  total  production  of  avocados  by  all 
producers.  Such  home  owners  have 
little,  if  any,  financial  interest  in  the 
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commercial  production  of  avocados,  and, 
therefore,  they  are  affocted  very  little  by 
the  provisions  of  the  order.  Neverthe¬ 
less.  they  could,  if  they  should  so  desire, 
dominate  the  program  by  outvoting 
recognized  commercial  avocado  pro¬ 
ducers  in  nomination  meetings. 

It  is  not  usually  the  intent  of  the 
owners  of  these  so-called  “backyard 
trees”  to  produce  avocados  for  market. 
This  can  reasonably  be  concluded  from 
the  fact  that  a  few  trees  will  only  yield 
a  small  number  of  bushels  of  avocados 
a  year  (estimated  in  the  case  of  “back¬ 
yard  growers”  to  be  about  1  to  3  bushels 
per  tree  per  year).  Also,  the  nature  of 
the  avocado  is  such  that  all  the  avocados 
on  a  particular  tree  do  not  mature  at 
the  same  time,  and  the  fruit  itself  ma¬ 
tures  gradually.  Avocados  may  be  held 
on  the  tree  from  3  to  6  weeks  after  they 
reach  a  stage  where  they  are  considered 
mature  enough  to  be  harvested.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  there  are  a  great  number  of 
different  varieties  of  avocados,  which 
bear  at  different  times  of  the  season.  It 
was  testified  that  most  homeowners,  with 
a  few  avocado  trees,  have  more  than  one 
variety,  so  they  can  have  the  fruit  sev¬ 
eral  months  of  the  year.  Moreover,  the 
owners  of  these  “backyard  trees”  usually 
do  not  cultivate,  fertilize,  spray,  or  per¬ 
form  other  cultural  practices  that  would 
be  necessary  to  produce,  avocados  of 
a  desired  marketable  quality.  The 
avocado  production  of  the  “backyard 
grower”  is  intended  primarily  for  home 
use  and  possibly  occasional  gifts  to 
friends. 

Furthermore,  should  the  owner  of  a 
few  avocado  trees  desire  to  market  avo¬ 
cados  from  such  trees,  he  could  normally 
do  so  free  from  assessment,  regulation, 
and  inspection  under  the  provisions  of 
the  order.  Any  person  is  now  permitted 
to  handle  not  in  excess  of  1  bushel  of 
avocados  to  any  other  person  during 
any  one  day,  with  a  maximum  of  10 
bushels  per  week,  free  from  such  restric¬ 
tions.  In  view  of  the  relatively  small 
production  of  9  trees,  the  fact  that  most 
are  intended  for  home  use,  and  the 
further  fact  that  avocados  can  be  held 
on  the  tree  from  3  to  6  weeks  after  they 
reach  maturity,  there  should  seldom  be 
occasion  for  commercial  sales,  and  such 
sales  should  normally  be  in  quantities  of 
a  bushel  or  less.  Thus,  a  “backyard” 
grower  should  usually  be  able  to  sell  from 
his  production,  such  as  to  a  retailer,  free 
from  any  of  the  indicated  restrictions, 
insofar  as  he  is  concerned.  Of  course, 
sale  by  any  person  in  excess  of  the 
exempted  quantities  would  be  subject  to 
regulation. 

There  was  considerable  discussion  at 
the  hearing  as  to  whether  the  proposed 
restricted  definition  of  “grower,”  insofar 
as  participation  in  nominations  is  con¬ 
cerned,  should  also  be  made  applicable 
to  eligibility  for  grower  member  or  al¬ 
ternate  member  representation  on  the 
committee.  In  other  words,  whether 
avocado  growers  should  be  precluded 
from  nominating  and  the  Secretary  from 
selecting,  a  “backyard”  grower  to  repre¬ 
sent  them.  It  was  testified,  without 
opposition,  that  such  preclusion  need  not 
and  should  not  be  extended  to  such  a 
point.  It  was  stated  that  such  a  hap- 
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pening  would  not  normally  be  expected 
to  occur,  but  there  was  a  possibility  that 
there  might  arise  a  situation  of  a  “back¬ 
yard”  grower  who  had  such  outstanding 
qualifications  that  his  selection  to  the 
committee  might  be  most  desirable  and 
the  growers  should  not  be  precluded  from 
nominating  him  to  a  position  on  the 
committee  in  that  event.  It  was  further 
testified  that  the  potentially  objection¬ 
able  situation  arising  from  the  present 
definition  should  be  obviated  by  the  pro¬ 
posed  restriction  with  respect  to  partici¬ 
pating  in  nominations. 

Therefore  it  is  concluded  that  in  view 
of  the  foregoing  circumstancei?,  it  would 
be  in  keeping  with  the  best  interests  of 
producers  and  consumers  of  avocados,  if  * 
producers  of  10  or  more  bearing  avocado 
trees  only  were  permitted  to  participate 
in  nomination  meetings. 

(2)  The  present  provisions  (§969.22 
(b)  (2) )  of  the  order  pertaining  to  nomi¬ 
nation  meetings  permit  growers  who  are 
present  at  such  nomination  meetings,  or 
who  are  represented  at  such  meetings  by 
duly  authorized  agents,  to  participate  in 
the  nomination  and  election  of  nominees 
for  grower  members  and  their  alternates. 

It  was  proposed,  at  the  hearing,  that 
only  growers  who  reside  outside  the  pro¬ 
duction  area  should  be  permitted  to  be 
represented  in  nomination  meetings  by 
agents.  It  was  testified  that  the  au¬ 
thority  for  growers  to  be  represented  at 
nomination  meetings  by  agents,  or  the 
so-called  “proxy  voting”  authority,  was 
intended  for  owners  of  avocado  groves 
who  qualify  as  growers  and  who  reside 
outside  the  production  area.  It  was  esti¬ 
mated  that  $is  much  as  40  percent  of  the 
total  production  of  avocados  is  owned 
by  persons  residing  outside  the  produc¬ 
tion  area,  many  residing  in  cities  such 
as  Detroit,  Cleveland,  and  New  York. 
It  is  usually  impossible  for  such  owners, 
because  of  the  great  distances  from  the 
production  area,  to  attend  nomination 
meetings.  Such  persons  usually  place 
their  avocado  groves  under  the  care  of 
a  grove  mRhager  who  usually  performs 
all  the  cultural  practices  associated  with 
growing  avocados  and  also  usually  har¬ 
vests  and  markets  the  crop,  depositing 
the  returns  from  the  sale  of  the  crop 
to  the  account  of  the  owners.  These 
absentee  owners  have  a  great  financial 
interest  in  the  Florida  avocado  industry 
and,  therefore,  should  be  permitted  to 
be  represented  in  nomination  meetings. 

However,  it  was  testified  that  the  pres¬ 
ently  permitted  voting  arrangement  was 
not  desirable  for  the  most  effective  oper¬ 
ation  of  the  order,  since  growers  who 
reside  in  the  production  area  also  are 
permitted  to  be  represented  in  nomina¬ 
tion  meetings  by  duly  authorized  agents. 
This  has  tended  to  concentrate  the  votes 
in  the  hands  of  a  few  people  and  has 
discouraged  individual  growers  with  only 
one  vote  from  attending  nomination 
meetings.  In  a  marketing  program  of 
this  type,  where  operations  of  the  order 
affect  the  entire  Florida  avocado  indus¬ 
try,  it  is  highly  desirable  to  have  as 
-large  a  representation  as  possible  at  such 
meetings.  Therefore,  it  is  concluded 
that  it  may  not  be  in  the  best  interests 
'  of  avocado  growers  to  permit  those  grow¬ 
ers  who  reside  in  the  production  area  to 


be  represented  by  agents  in  nopiination 
meetings. 

It  was  testified  that  the  majority  of 
avocado  growers  who  reside  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  area  probably  would  have  to 
travel  no  more  than  30  miles  to  40  miles 
to  attend  nomination  meetings,  and  that 
most  of  the  growers  could  attend  the 
meetings  4f  they  desire.  One  witness 
testified  that  there  are  a  number  of  per¬ 
sons  who  reside  in  the  production  area 
but  who  have  other  businesses  which 
either  take  them  away  from  the  area 
temporarily  or  keep  them  busy,  so  that 
they  may  not  be  able  to  attend  nomina¬ 
tion  meetings  themselves.  He  stated 
that  many  of  such  persons  have  an  ar¬ 
rangement  with  a  grove  manager,  who 
takes  care  of  their  avocado  planting, 
similar  to  the  arrangements  between 
managers  and  persons  who  reside  a  great 
distance  from  the  production  area,  and 
he  believed  that  they  also  should  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  represented  by  agents  in 
nomination  meetings.  However,  this 
witness  stated  that  he  had  no  answer  as 
to  how  the  authority  to  be  represented  in 
nomination  meetings  could  be  limited 
only  to  certain  classes  of  growers  residing 
in  the  production  area. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  circumstances 
and  the  fact  that  production  area  grow¬ 
ers  may  attend  nomination  meetings 
without  hardship,  in  most  instances,  it 
is  concluded  that  §  969.22  (b)  (2)  (relat¬ 
ing  to  representation  at  nomination 
meetings)  of  the.,  order  should  be 
amended  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(3)  The  present  provisions  (§  969.30 
(b))  of  the  order  pertaining  to  pro¬ 
cedure  for  holding  meetings  authorize 
the  committee,  in  addition  to  voting  at 
assembled  meetings,  to  vote  by  tele¬ 
graph,  telephone,  or  other  means  of 
communication,  provided,  that  votes 
cast  in  such  manner  are  confirmed 
promptly  in  writing.  The  authority  to 
vote  by  telephone  is  necessary  to  make 
administratively  feasible  the  operation 
of  the  order  for  Florida  avocados.  The 
production  of  avocados  in  Florida  is  con¬ 
centrated  in  two  separate  districts  which 
are  a  considerable  distance  apart.  Up 
to  this  time,  assembled  meetings  have 
generally  been  held  at  the  committee 
headquarters  at  Homestead  in  District 
1,  which  district  has  seven  of  the  nine 
members  of  the  committee.  This  has 
entailed  a  considerable  hardship  on  the 
two  members  from  District  2  in  attend¬ 
ing  such  meetings  and  has,  at  times,  re¬ 
sulted  in  delay  in  taking  needed  actions. 
The  avocado  industry,  like  other  fresh 
produce  industries,  is  a  dynamic  one 
where  climatic,  marketing,  and  other 
conditions  often  change  or  fluctuate 
rapidly.  In  order  to*  contribute  to 
orderly  marketing  and  to  serve'  the  best 
interests  of  avocado  producers,  it  must, 
therefore,  be  possible  for  the  committee 
to  take  prompt  action  on  its  regulatory 
and  other  functions  under  this  market¬ 
ing  program.  Since  travel  between  the 
two  districts  for  the  attendance  of  meet¬ 
ings  requires  a  great  deal  of  time,  tele¬ 
phone  voting  is  particularly  necessary 
after  emergency  situations  such  as 
hurricanes,  high  winds,  or  frost  damage. 
Telephone  voting  also  could  be  beneficial 
at  times  when  matters,  such  as  the 
original  issuance  or  modification  of 
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quality  or  maturity  regulations,  have  to 
be  disposed  of  between  regular  as¬ 
sembled  meetings  of  the  committee, 
which  are  usually  held  about  once  a 
month.  The  situation  is  such  that  tele¬ 
phone  meetings  of  the  presently  pro¬ 
posed  nature  should  be  permitted  to  be 
held  when  the  committee  deems  such 
type  of  meetings  to  be  desirable. 

It  was  testified  that  the  present  pro¬ 
cedure  of  the  committee  for  telephone 
voting  is  inadequate,  since  it  does  not 
permit  discussions  of,  or  the  modifica¬ 
tions  of,  any  proposal  that  is  put  to  vote. 
It  was  proposed  that  loud  speaker  re¬ 
ceivers  be  used  with  telephones,  to  per¬ 
mit  conunittee  members  to  meet  in  two 
or  more  designated  places,  so  that  each 
member  may  participate  in  discussions 
and  take  into  consideration  any  infor¬ 
mation  that  other  committee  members 
may  wish  to  make  known  to  the  entire 
committee.  Such  procedure  would  also 
permit  greater  participation  of  the  in¬ 
dustry  where  prompt  action  by  the 
committee  is  required,  since  industry 
representatives  could  attend  the  group 
meetings  and  make  known  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  their  respective  thoughts  con¬ 
cerning  the  matters  imder  consideration. 
This  is,  of  course,  not  possible  where 
the  present  telephone  vote  is  used.  In 
view  of  the  foregoing  circumstances,  it 
is  concluded  that  the  provisions  of  the 
order  pertaining  to  meetings  should  be 
amended  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(4)  The  present  j)rovisions  (§969.32) 
of  the  order  require  that  the  conunittee 
shall,  prior  to  March  31  of  each  fiscal 
year,  prepare  and  mail  an  annual  report 
Jto  the  Secretary  and  to  each  handler 
and  grower  who  requests  a  copy.  The 
provisions  further  stipulate  that  the  an¬ 
nual  report  shall  contain  at  least:  (a) 
A  complete  review  of  the  regulatory  op¬ 
erations  during  ttie  fiscal  year;  (b)  an 
appraisal  of  the  effect  of  such  regula¬ 
tory  operations;  and  (c)  any  recom¬ 
mendations  for  changes  in  the  program. 

It  was  testified  that  since  the  fiscal 
year  also  ends  on  March  31,  in  order 
for  the  committee  to  comply  with  the* 
present  deadline,  it  is  forced  to  include 
only  minimum  requirements,  and  some 
analyses  included  are  necessarily  based 
upon  incomplete  information  and  esti¬ 
mates.  This  is  necessitated  because 
avocados  are  shipped  during  ain>roxi- 
mately  10  months  of  the  year,  and  some 
avocados  are  still  being  shipped  during 
March.  The  committee  must  depend 
also  on  other  agencies  in  the  State  of 
Florida  for  data  on  shipments  and  other 
statistical  data,  and.  therefore,  such  in¬ 
formation  is  not  immediately  available 
to  the  committee.  A  complete  summary 
of  shipments  and  other  data  are  not 
available  to  the  committee  imtil  a  time 
later  than  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year. 
It  is,  therefore,  impossible  for  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  prepare  and  submit  a  com¬ 
plete  report  on  its  functions  before  the 
close  of  the  fiscal  year. 

It  is,  ttierefore,  concluded  that  the 
provisions  of  the  order  should  be 
amended  as  hereinafter  set  forth  to  re¬ 
quire  that  annual  reports  be  submitted 
as  soon  as  practicable  after  the  close  of 
each  fiscal  year. 

(5)  Present  provisions  (8  969.42)  of 
the  order  provide  that  if,  at  the  end  of  a 


fiscal  year,  the  assessments  collected 
are  in  excess  of  the  expenses  incurred, 
each  person  entitled  to  a  pro];x)rtionate 
refund  of  the  excess  assessment  shall 
be  credited  with  such  refund  against  the 
operations  of  the  following  fiscal  year, 
and  that  any  handler  may  demand  pay¬ 
ment  of  such  a  refimd,  and  the  refund 
shall  be  paid  him.  Since  handlers  may 
demand  and  receive  payment  of  excess 
committee  funds  at  the  end  of  each  year, 
the  committee  cannot  build  up  a  normal 
operating  reserve  or  contingency  fund 
from  which  it  may  draw  during  periods 
when  income  is  not  adequate  to  cover 
expenses. 

Although  some  avocados  may  be  picked 
during  any  month  of  the  year,  except 
April  and  May,  the  peak  avocado  pro¬ 
duction  and  shipment  occurs  in  the  late 
fall  and  winter.  The  fiscal  year  starts 
on  April  1,  and,  therefore,  the  committee 
must  operate  during  April,  May.  June. 
July,  and  August  on  very  little  assessment 
income.  This  means  that,  for  all  practi¬ 
cal  purposes,  the  committee  incurs  nearly 
one-half  of  its  yearly  expenses  before  any 
substantial  income  is  received. 

The  present  provisions  of  the  order 
authorize  the  ccmunittee  to  borrow  funds 
not  in  excess  of  10  percent  of  its  esti¬ 
mated  yearly  expenses  and  to  accept 
from  handlers  the  payment  of  assess¬ 
ments  in  advance.  However,  the  author¬ 
ization  for  borrowing  is  inadequate  in 
view  of  the  expenditures  that  may  be 
necessary  before  income  is  obtained.  An 
operating  reserve  is  an  important  instru¬ 
ment  for  the  continued  effective  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  order  over  a  period  of  years. 
The  State  of  Florida  is  veiy  susceptible 
to  hurricanes  at  a  time  before  the  major 
portion  of  the  crop  is  harvested  and  to 
frost  damage  at  the  time  of  bloom  and 
fruit  set.  The  anticipated  avocado  crop 
for  any  year  may  be  reduced  also  by  such 
other  factors  as  high  winds  not  amount- 
ii^  to  a  hurricane  and  by  drought.  The 
assessment  rates  under  the  program  are 
set  at  the  beginning  of  the  season  for  a 
crop  of  an  estimated  volufhe  of  ship¬ 
ments.  Should  crop  failure  or  partial 
crop  failure  reduce  the  crop  so  that 
assessment  income  falls  below  expenses, 
it  would  be  necessary  for  handlers  in  light 
of  the  reduced  crop  to  cover  the  deficit. 
When  the  handlers  have  already  made 
returns  to  growers,  it  would  be  very  dif¬ 
ficult  for  them  to  obtain  from  such 
growers  the  additional  funds  required 
to  meet  the  increase  in  assessment  that 
would  be  necessary.  It  also  would  con¬ 
stitute  an  extra  burden  on  the  industry  to 
increase  the  assessment  rate  after  disas¬ 
ters  such  as  these  have  occurred. 

Because  of  the  hazards  incident  to  the 
production  of  avocados,  and  the  difficul¬ 
ties  thus  expected  to  be  encountered  in 
financing  operations  of  the  program  dur¬ 
ing  some  years,  it  would  be  desirable  to 
establish  an  operating  reserve  for  use 
during  any  such  year.  Evidence  pre¬ 
sented  at  the  healing  was  to  the  effect 
that  nearly  all  of  the  production  of  avo¬ 
cados  is  marketed  year  after  year  by  the 
same  handlers  and  that  it  would  be  equi¬ 
table  to  all  handlers,  and  far  less  bur¬ 
densome  to  them,  to  contribute  to  the 
establishment  of  such  an  operating  re¬ 
serve  during  years  of  normal  production 
rather  than  to  be  required  to  pay  a  high 


rate  of  assessment  occasioned  by  a  defl^ 
cit  during  a  year  when  the  crop  is  mate¬ 
rially  reduced.  It  was  testified  that  the 
proposed  reserve  fund  should  be  built  up 
to  the  desirable  amount  as  rapidly  ai 
possible,  since  a  material  reduction  at 
the  crop  could  occur  at  any  time.  Dis. 
cretion  should  be  used,  however,  so  as 
not  to  impose  excessively  high  assess¬ 
ments.  It  was  indicated  that  it  would 
be  appropriate,  and  in  keeping  with  the 
desires  of  the  industry,  to  include  in  the 
annual  bu(^get  a  specific  amount  for  the 
reserve  fund  as  well  as  to  use  any  othw 
excess  assessment  funds  available  at  the 
end  of  a  fiscal  year  for  this  purpose,  in 
order  that  such  reserve  funds  not  be 
accumulated  beyond  a  reasonable 
amount,  it  was  proposed  that  a  limit  of 
approximately  one  fiscal  year’s  expense 
be  provided.  It  was  shown  that  such  an 
amount  should  be  sufficient  to  cover  any 
foreseeable  need  since  some  income  from 
assessment  may  be  expected  during  any  I 
year.  After  the  reserve  has  been  built  i 
up  to  that  amount,  excess  assessment  in-  i 
come  should  thereafter  be  returned  to 
the  handlers  entitled  to  refunds  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  current  provisions  of 
the  order.  However,  in  keeping  with  the 
need  for  the  reserve  fund,  whenever  any 
portion  of  it  is  used,  the  full  amount 
withdrawn  should  be  returned  to  the  re¬ 
serve  as  soon  as  assessment  income  is 
available  for  this  purpose. 

It  was  testified  also  that,  in  addition 
to  the  aforementioned  uses,  the  reserve 
fund  should  be  used,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary,  to  cover  costs  of  liqui¬ 
dation  of  the  program  in  the  event  the 
order  is  terminated,  as  well  as  to  cover 
necessary  operational  costs,  such  as  fw 
salaries  and  other  necessary  expenses, 
during  any  period  when  the  order,  or  any 
of  its  provisions,  should  be  suspended 
It  is  possible,  of  course,  that  the  program 
may  be  terminated  at  the  end  of  a  fiscal 
year,  or  during  a  year  when  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  avocados  is  relatively  light.  In 
such  circumstances,  it  would  be  burden¬ 
some  to  handlers  to  require  payment  of 
an  assessment  to  cover  the  liquidation 
costs.  It  was  advanced  at  the  hearing 
that  all  handlers  receive  benefits  from 
the  program’s  operation,  and,  even  if  a 
handler  ceases  handling  avocados  before 
the  full  period  of  its  operation,  it  would 
be  appropriate  and  equitable  for  such 
handler  to  share  in  the  expense  of  liqui¬ 
dation.  Should  the  order  provisions  be 
suspended,  it  is  likely  such  suspension 
would  occur  during  a  period  when  avo¬ 
cado  production  has  been  seriously  cur¬ 
tailed.  It  would  seem  reasonable  and 
proper,  therefore,  to  use  the  reserve 
funds  to  defray  any  expense  of  liquida¬ 
tion  or  any  necessary  cost  of  operation 
during  a  period  of  suspension.  It  is  an¬ 
ticipated,  of  course,  that  the  committee 
will  endeavor  to  minimize  costs  in  this 
regard  so  far  as  reasonably  practicable 
consistent  with  the  efficient  performance 
of  its  responsibilities. 

Upon  termination  of  the  order,  any 
funds  in  the  reserve  which  are  not  used 
to  defray  the  necessary  expenses  of  liqui¬ 
dation  should,  to  the  extent  practicable, 
be  returned  to  the  handlers  from  whom 
such  funds  were  collected.  It  is  ap¬ 
parent,  from  the  evidence  of  record,  that 
it  may  not  be  possible  to  make  an  exact 
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distribution  of  any  such  funds.  Should 
the  order  be  terminated  after  many  years 
of  operation,  and  there  have  been  sev¬ 
eral  withdrawals  and  redeposits  in  the 
reserve,  the  precise  equities  of  handlers 
may  be  difficult  to  ascertain,  and  any 
requirement  that  there  be  a  precise  ac¬ 
counting  of  the  remaining  funds  could 
involve  such  costs  as  to  nearly  equal  the 
monies  to  be  distributed.  Therefore,  it 
would  be  desirable  and  necessary  to  per¬ 
mit  the  unexpended  reserve  funds  to  be 
disposed  of  in  any  manner  that  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  determine  to  be  appropriate 
in  such  circumstances. 

A  proposal,  incident  to  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  reserve,  would  eliminate  the 
committee’s  authority  to  borrow  up  to 
10  percent  of  estimated  expenses  and  to 
accept  advance  pasrments  of  assessments 
from  handlers  of  avocados.  However, 
the  industry  desires  to  retain  the  au¬ 
thority  to  accept  advance  payments  as  a 
supplementary  source  of  operating  funds 
to  cover  operating  expenses  during  the 
early  portion  of  a  marketing  year.  Ad- 
vanpes  by  handlers  are  entirely  volun¬ 
tary,  and  the  amounts  are  credited 
against  the  subsequent  assessment  obli¬ 
gations  which  accrue  against  them.  It 
is  concluded  from  the  testimony  intro¬ 
duced  in  the  hearing  that  the  industry 
does  not  desire  to  retain  the  committee’s 
authority  to  borrow  funds  not  to  exceed 
10  percent  of  the  estimated  yearly  ex¬ 
penses.  It  was  testified,  as  heretofore 
explained,  that  the  borrowing  of  funds 
is  an  inadequate  method  of  financing  the 
committee  because  of  the  low  limitation 
and  the  length  of  time  the  committee 
must  function  before  assessment  income 
is  sufficient  to  cover  the  costs  of  operat¬ 
ing  the  program. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  circumstances, 
it  Is,  therefore,  concluded  that  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  authority  to  borrow  funds  should 
be  deleted  from  the  marketing  agreement 
and  order  and  that  §  969.42  thereof 
should  be  amended  as  hereinafter  set 
forth  to  permit  excess  assessment  to  be 
placed  in  a  reserve  and  used  in  the  man¬ 
ner  heretofore  described. 

(6)  'The  present  provisions  (§  969.45) 
of  the  order  provide  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  marketing  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  projects  d^gned  to  assist,  improve 
or  promote  the  marketing,  distribution, 
and  consumption  of  avocados.  Present 
provisions  also  require  that  any  person 
who  handles  avocados  shall  pay  the  com¬ 
mittee  his  pro  rata  share  of  the  expenses 
of  the  conunittee  basdd  upon  the  quantity 
of  avocados  he  handles  duringr  the  fiscal 
year,  that  all  avocados  handled  shall 
meet  the  requirements  of  regiUations  ap¬ 
plicable  to,  avocados  in  effect  at  the  time 
of  handling,  and  that  each  handler  who 
handles  avocados  shall  cause  each  lot  of 
avocados  to  be  inspected  by  the  Federal- 
State  Inspection  Service  and  to  be  certi¬ 
fied  as  meeting  applicable  requirements 
of  regulations  then  in  effect. 

It  was  testified  that  the  types  of  mar¬ 
keting  research  that  the  committee  may 
desire  to  engage  in  in  the  future  prob¬ 
ably  would  involve  the  experimental 
handling  of  avocados,  and  avocados  han¬ 
dled  in  such  manner  because  of  the  na¬ 
ture  of  the  study  may  not  meet  the 
requirements  of  regulations  in  effect. 
The  committee  presently  has  no  author- 
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ity  to  Issue  exemptions  from  regulations 
for  marketing  research  purposes,  and, 
therefore,  if  the  committee  desires  to  en¬ 
gage  in  a  study  such  as  testing  various 
avocado  shipping  containers  not  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  used  imder  the  container 
regulation  then  in  effect,  such  regulation 
would  have  to  be  amended  to  authorize 
such  shipments.  The  committee  may 
well  desire  to  engage  in  other  experi¬ 
mental  shipments  of  avocados  such  as 
shipping  avocados  of  various  stages  of 
maturity  or  of  various  grades  and  packs, 
some  of  which  may  differ  from  regulation 
requirements. 

Since  the  avocados  shipped  for  experi¬ 
mental  purposes  may  not  meet  regula¬ 
tion  requirements,  it  was  further  testified 
that  the  committee  should  have  authority 
also  to  exempt  such  shipments  from  the 
inspection  requirements,  when  necessary. 
The  certification  that  avocados  meet  all 
applicable  requirements  of  regulations 
in  effect  obviously  could  not  be  obtained 
for  some  types  of  avocado  shipments  un¬ 
der  research  projects  similar  to  those 
mentioned.  On  the  other  hand,  author¬ 
ity  to  require  some  types  of  experimental 
shipments  to  meet  regulation  and  in¬ 
spection  requirements  is  needed  since 
such  requirements  would,  when  desirable 
and  necessary,  serve  as  a  control,  in  that 
the  grade,  size,  quality,  or  maturity  of  all 
avocados  shipped  in  connection  with  the 
research  projects  may  thereby  be  held 
comparable,  and  the  effects  of  some  other 
variable  such  as  container  could  be  more 
accurately  measured. 

Authority  should  be  provided  also  to 
exempt,  when  necessary^  shipments  of, 
avocados  from  the  assessment  provisions' 
of  - the  program.  It  was  testified  that 
the  conunittee  itself  may  desire  to  be¬ 
come  a  handler  of  avocados  shipped  for 
test  purposes,  and,  in  such  instance,  it 
would  merely  be  a  case  of  “taking  money 
from  one  pocket  and  placing  it  in 
another.”  Also,  research  projects  may 
require  considerable  cooperation  and 
expense  on  the  part  of  those  handlers 
cooperating  in  such  studies,  and,  there¬ 
fore,  the  committee  does  not  feel  that, 
in  every  instance,  test  shipments  should 
be  subject  to  assessments. 

It  is,  therefore,  concluded  that  the 
order  should  be  amended,  as  hereinafter 
set  forth,  to  permit  the  committee  to 
exempt  shipments  of  avocados  for  re¬ 
search  purposes  from  any  or  all  of  the 
provisions  of  §§  969.41  (relating  to  assess¬ 
ments),  969.51  (relating  to  regulation), 
and  969.54  (relating  to  inspection  and 
certification).  Such  authority  should 
be  limited,  so  that  such  exemptions 
would  be  available  only  when  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  particular  research 
project  in  connection  with  which  the 
exempted  shipment  would  be  made. 

(7)  The  present  provisions  (§  969.51) 
of  the  order,  with  respect  to  the  issuance 
of  regulations,  provide  that  the  Secretary 
may.  upon  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  regulate  essentially  in  the  man¬ 
ner  hereinafter  specified,  the  handling 
of  avocados.  Such  regulations  may:  (1) 
Prohibit,  prior  to  such  time  as  shall  be 
specified,  the  handling  of  any  size  or 
variety  of  avocados  grown  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  area;  (2)  prohibit  the  handling 
of  any  variety  of  avocados  which  do  not 
meet  such  quality  and  maturity  stand¬ 


ards  as  shall  be  prescribed;  and  (3)  fix 
the  size,  capacity,  weight,  dimensions,  or 
pack  of  containers  used  in  the  handling 
of  avocados. 

It  was  testified  that  the  Secretary, 
upon  recommendation  of  the  committee^ 
should  have  the  additional  authority  to 
establish  and  prescribe  pack  specifica¬ 
tions;  and,  as  an  incident  to  such  speci¬ 
fications,  the  authority  to  prescribe  the 
grade  and  designation  thereof,  type  of 
pack,  packing  arrangement,  and  sizes  of 
avocados,  including  tolerances,  and  re¬ 
quire  that  all  avocados  handled  shall  be 
packed  in  accordance  with  such  pack 
specifications  and  shall  be  identified  by 
appropriate  labels,  seals,  stamps,  tags, 
or  other  appropriate  means  of  identifi¬ 
cation  (with  such  specifications  marked 
thereon)  affixed  to  or  imprinted  on  the 
containers  by  the  handler  imder  the 
supervision  of  the  committee  or  an  in¬ 
spector  of  the  Federal-State  Inspection 
l^rvice. 

Evidence  presented  at  the  hearing 
shows  that,  prior  to  the  time  the  order 
was  made  effective,  it  was  the  general 
practice  of  most  shippers  of  avocados  to 
pack  and  ship,  under  separate  house  la¬ 
bels,  several  qualities  of  avocados.  That 
is,  the  avocados  handled  by  a  particular 
shipper  were  graded  and  packed'  accord¬ 
ing  to  house  grades  which  he  had 
adopted  as  his  standards  of  quality.  It 
was  customary  to  identify  the  containers 
of  avocados  so  graded  with  an  appropri¬ 
ate  label  showing  designations  such  as 
“Extra  Fancy,”  “Fancy,”  “No.  1,”  “No. 
2,”  “Choice,”  or  with  other  meaningful 
terms.  After  the  order  became  effective, 
the  shippers  of  avocados  generally  dis¬ 
continued  the  practice  of  using  house 
specifications  for  the  grading  and  pack¬ 
ing  of  avocados.  While  this  result  was 
not  intended  under  the  program  opera¬ 
tions,  the  majority  of  shippers  presently 
grade  and  pack  avocados  only  so  as  to 
meet  the  minimum  requirements  of  reg¬ 
ulations  effective  under  the  order.  Most 
shippers  request  inspection  from  the 
Federal-State  Inspection  Service  to  show 
only  that  their  avocados  meet  the  mini¬ 
mum  requirements  of  the  regulations. 
The  pack  may  contain  avocados  of  a 
“No.  1”  or  “Combination”  grade,  but  if 
the  minimum  requirement  of  the  regula¬ 
tion  is  “No.  2,”  the  inspection  certificate 
in  the  majority  of  cases  will  show  only 
that  the  avocados  meet  the  minimum 
requirements  of  the  regulation,  because 
that  is  the  type  of  inspection  generally 
requested. 

Because  of  the  t3rpe  of  inspection  re¬ 
quested  by  avocado  shippers,  the  buyers 
and  receivers  in  the  trade  are  dependent 
on  shippers  to  inform  them  as  to  the 
grade  or  quality  of  avocados  they  pur¬ 
chase.  Moverover,  even  if  ini^^tion 
certificates  show  the  correct  grade  of 
each  lot  of  avocados,  such  certificates 
are  not  generally  available  to  buyers  and 
receivers  because  of  the  size  of  most  avo¬ 
cado  orders  and  the  method  of  ship¬ 
ment.  A  particular  lot  of  avocados  may 
be  delivered  to  a  number  of  different 
dealers  located  in  a  number  of  cities,  and 
it  is  impossible  for  one  inspection  cer¬ 
tificate  to  be  available  to  all  the  dealers. 
Because  of  the  lack  of  evidence  as  to  the 
quality  of  avocados  offered  for  sale,  a 
handler  may  represent  to  a  prospective 
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buyer  a  quality  different  than  is  actually 
the  case.  In  view  of  the  confusion  as 
to  the  grade  of  avocados  the  shippers 
are  quoting  for  sale,  buyers  often  use 
the  lowest  price  offered  in  order  to  obtain 
lower  prices  from  shippers  they  are 
•dealing  with.  Buyers  may  state  that 
they  can  purchase  avocados  meeting 
regulation  requirements  at,  for  example, 
25  cents  per  package  cheaper  from  an¬ 
other  shipper,  although  that  shipper  may 
be  offering  avocados  which,  while  meet¬ 
ing  the  minimum  requirements  of  the 
regulation,  are  of  a  poorer  quality.  The 
result  is  that  competition  in  the  market¬ 
ing  of  avocados  has  deteriorated  to  the 
point  that  price  often  has  become  the 
major  competitive  factor.  Since  ship¬ 
pers  now  normally  are  not  selling  by 
grade  and,  therefore,  have  no  incentive 
to  pay  producers  according  to  the  quality 
of  avocados  they  deliver,  the  growers 
who  produce  good  quality  avocados  are 
forced  to  take  the  same  market  price  as 
that  obtained  for  poorer  quality  fruit. 
It  is  probable  that  the  long-run  effect  of 
such  practice  on  the  avocado  industry 
will  be  a  lessening  of  efforts  to  produce 
premium  quality  avocados  which  would 
adversely  affect  demand;  and  growers’ 
returns  will  tend  to  be  lower  than  they 
would  be  with  the  proper  designation  of 
grades,  sizes,  and  packs,  so  as  to  build 
up  the  confidence  of  buyers  and  the 
trade. 

It  was  advanced  at  the  hearing  that 
under  the  present  practices,  without 
pack  specifications  and  compulsory 
labeling,  the  growers’  share  of  the  final 
selling  price  of  avocados  may.be  reduced 
in  another  manner.  It  was  alleged  that 
some  buyers,  under  the  present  condi¬ 
tions.  for  example,  may  buy  avocados 
equivalent  to  a  “Combination”  grade 
from  shippers  and  represent  such  avo¬ 
cados  as  being  of  “No.  1“  quality  in 
selling  them  to  retailers.  ,  Therefore,  the 
buyer  is  collecting  the  price  differential 
for  quality  that  normally  should  go  to 
the  producer.  Pack  specifications,  with 
labeling  as  to  grades  and  sizes  of  avo¬ 
cados,  also  should  contribute  to  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  regulatory  provisions  of  the 
order.  It  should  make  it  much  easier 
for  the  committee  to  ascertain  whether 
certain  lots  of  avocados  are  of  the  re¬ 
quired  grade  or  size  if  they  are  required 
to  be  labeled. . 

It  was  testified  that  if  authorization 
is  provided  to  establish  the  pack  specifi¬ 
cation  regulations,  it  should  not  work 
any  hardship  on  the  handlers  of  avor 
cados  to  comply  with  such  requirements. 
Handlers  should  incur,  at  the  most,  the 
expense  of  printing  new  labels  or  the 
cost  of  having  pack  specifications 
printed  on  present  supplies  of  labels. 
The  proponents  of  the  pack  specification 
regulations  contemplate  that  such  reg¬ 
ulations  may  be  effected  by  handlers 
registering  with  the  committee,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  rules  and  relations 
prescribed  by  it,  a  label  for  each  pack 
specification  that  is  prescribed.  This 
would  enable  handlers  to  comply  with 
the  regulation  without  any  change  in 
the  labels  currently  in  use.  It  was  em¬ 
phasized,  however,  that  this  would  be 
ii^the  nature  of  an  experiment  and  that 
the  purposes  of  the  regulation  may  not 


be  accomplished  through  the  proposed 
registration  of  labels.  Thus,  authority 
should  be  provided  to  require  handlers 
to  identify  on  such  labels  the  particular 
pack  specification  of  each  lot  of  avocados 
handled.  If  this  authority  were  not 
available,  some  handlers  may  attempt 
to  mark  their  packs  of  avocados  with 
minimum  regulation  requirements  only. 
This  might  result  in  a  situation  whereby 
such  handlers  may  claim  that  the  packs 
are  of  better  quality  than  marked  and 
force  down  prices  on  packs  marked  with 
a  better  grade.  Al^,  the  possibility 
exists  under  such  circumstances  that 
some  handlers  might  offer  the  better 
quality  as  an  inducement  to  purchasers 
to  buy  from  them.  However,  in  such 
situations,  the  producer  would  receive 
only  the  returns  for  the  minimum  grade 
marked  on  the  container,  when  he  actu¬ 
ally  should  receive  returns  for  the  better 
quality. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  circum¬ 
stances,  it  is,  therefore,  concluded  that 
the  amendment  of  the  order,  as  herein¬ 
after  set  forth  'to  provide  for  the 
establishment  of  pack  specification 
regulations,  with  corresponding  label¬ 
ing,  should  tend  to  establish  and  main¬ 
tain  orderly  marketing  conditions  for 
avocados. 

(8)  The  present  provisions  of  the 
order  pertaining  to  the  issuance  of  regu¬ 
lations  do  not  authorize  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  regulations  for  avocados  shipped 
to  destinations  within  the  production 
area  different  from  those  applicable  to 
avocados  shipped  to  destinations  out¬ 
side  of  such  area.  It  was  proposed  that 
the  order  be  amended  to  authorize  the 
committee  to  prescribe  requirements 
applicable  to  the  handling  of  avocados 
of  any  variety  to  destinations  within  the 
production  area  which  are  different  from 
those  applicable  to  the  handling  of  the 
same  variety  to  destinations  outside  the 
production  area. 

It  was  testified,  in  support  of  this 
proposal,  that  present-day  merchandis¬ 
ing  practices,  where  a  large  portion  of 
food  is  sold  in  self-service  stores,  make 
it  necessary  for  the  industry  generally 
to  market  avocados  which  have  a  good 
external  appearance,  because  avocados 
must  sell  themselves.  It  was  contended, 
however,  that  this  was  particularly  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  out-of -production  area 
markets  and  that  iii  the  production  area, 
where  consumers  are  more  familiar  with 
avocados,  they  are  not  so  concerned  with 
minor  blemishes  and  scars  as  they  are 
concerned  with  internal  quality.  It  was 
stated  that  should  the  regulations  per¬ 
mit  the  marketing  of  No.  3  grade  avo¬ 
cados  within  the  production  area  only, 
the  other  markets  could  be  maintained 
and  growers  would  obtain  some  return 
for  about  10  pej'cent  to  15  percent  of 
their  crop  which  they  otherwise  would 
be  unable  to  market  since  there  are 
presently  no  outlets  for  avocados  which 
do  not  meet  regulation  requirements. 
It  was  testified  further  that  a  much 
smaller  volume  of  avocados  is  moving 
through  some  of  the  larger  production 
area  markets  this  season  than  was  moved 
through  such  markets  in  previous  sea¬ 
sons.  This  reduction  in  volume  was  al¬ 
leged  to  have  resulted  from  the  container 
regulation  currently  in  effect,  and,  there¬ 


fore,  the  handling  of  avocados  in  any 
tsrpe  of  container  should  be  permitted 
for  markets  within  the  production  area. 

Conversely,  it  was  contended  that,  be¬ 
fore  the  industry  had  a  marketing  order 
for  avocados,  it  had  gone  through  a 
period  of  considerable  difficulty  in 
marketing  avocados.  Handlers  many 
times  had  been  able  to  sell  only  a  portion 
of  the  No.  3  grade  avocados  available 
and  at  a  top  price  of  50  cents  to  75  cents 
per  bushel.  Since  the  bushel  basket 
container,  when  supplied  by  the  handler, 
costs  handlers  approximately  40  cents 
to  50  cents,  and  since  there  were  also 
packing  and  handling  costs  and  the 
handler’s  selling  charge  to  deduct,  the 
grower,  in  such  instances,  received  little 
or  no  return  for  the  No.  3  grade  avocados  ^ 
the  handler  was  able  to  sell.  Further¬ 
more,  it  was  stated  that  the  practice 
of  marketing  large  quantities  of  poorer 
grade  avocados  in  production  area 
markets  such  as  Miami  hurt  the  grower’s 
income  in  other  ways.  The  poorer 
grades  displaced  some  of  the  better 
grades  of  avocados  from  production  area 
markets,  and,  therefore,  growers  lost 
good  local  markets  for  some  of  thdr 
better  avocados.  Also,  those  merchants 
who  purchased  the  poorer  grades  were 
able,  at  times,  to  offer  them  at  1  cent 
to  5  cents  each,  whereas  others  pur¬ 
chasing  the  better  quality  avocados 
would  have  to  sell  them  for  at  least  10 
cents  each.  The  result  was  that  some 
of  the  larger  chains  and  produce  mer¬ 
chants  quit  handling  avocados  in  volume, 
or  at  least  did  not  push  their  sale,  be¬ 
cause  they  were  unwilling  to  han^ 
poorer  quality  avocados  and,  therefore, 
could  not  meet  the  price  of  some  other 
merchants.  ’The  Florida  avocado  in¬ 
dustry,  therefore,  got  lower  returns  for 
the  avocados  sold  in  local  markets,  and 
the  local  markets  did  not  take  as  large 
a  volume  of  avocados  as  they  were  po¬ 
tentially  able  to  sell.  It  was  not  until 
after  the  order  was  made  effective  that  - 
many  of  the  chains  and  merchants  in 
the  area  again  resumed  the  handling  of 
avocados  in  volume.  As  to  the  reduction 
this  season  in  the  volume  of  avocados 
being  marketed  in  the  production  area 
markets,  it  was  indicat<^  that  this  has 
largely  resulted  from  other  factors. 
Avocado  production  this  season  is  not 
as  great  as  during  the  immediately  pre¬ 
ceding  seasons,  and,  comparatively, 
prices  are  relatively  high  which  has 
tended  to  hold  down  purchases  some¬ 
what.  Also,  the  crop  of  avocados  this 
season  generally  contains  more  small 
avocados  than  is  normal.  Since  the  local 
markets  usually  prefer  the  larger  sized 
fruit,  there  are  not  as  many. large  avo¬ 
cados  available  for  these  markets  as  in 
some  previous  seasons. 

It  was  stated  further  that  should  au¬ 
thority  be  provided  to  permit  the  use  of 
any  type  of  container  for  shipping  avo¬ 
cados  within  the  production  area,  it 
would  be  much  more  difficult  to  enforce 
compliance  with  the  regulations  appli¬ 
cable  to  out-of -production  area  ship^ 
ments  of  avocados.  Even  though  the 
conunittee  in  the  course  of  investigations 
should  find  a  trucker  within  the  produc¬ 
tion  area,  but  obviously  headed  out  of 
the  area,  with  avocados  in  prohibited 
containers,  it  would  be  necessary  to  fol- 
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low  the  truck  out  of  the  production  area  tion  of  nominees  for  grower  members  and 
before  any  enforcement  action  was  un-  ** 

dertaken. 

It,  therefore,  Is  concluded  that  It 
would  not  be  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
avocado  growers  to  include  in  the  order 
the  authority  for  the  establishment  of 
regulations  for  avocados  shipped  to  des¬ 
tinations  within  the  production  area  dif¬ 
ferent  from  those  applicable  to  avocados 
shipped  to  destinations  outside  of  such 
area,  and  that  this  proposed  amendment 
should  not  be  adopted. 

General  findings.  (1)  The  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  and  the  order, 
as  amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  pjacg 
be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 

conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectu-  4.  Delete  from  §  969.32  Annual  report 
ate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act;  the  words  “prior  to  March  31  of  each 

(2)  The  marketing  agreement,  as  fiscal  year”  and  substitute  therefor  the 
amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  words  “as  soon  as  practicable  after  the 
amended,  and  the  order,  as  amended,  close  of  each  fiscal  year.” 
and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  amended.  5-  Delete  the  last  sentence  in  para- 
will  regulate  the  handling  of  avocados  graph  (b)  of  §  969.41  Assessments  and 
grown  in  South  Florida  In  the  same  substitute  therefor  the  following 
manner  as,  and  ato  applicable  only  to  order  to  provide  funds  for  the  adminis- 
persons  in  the  respwive  classes  of  com-  tration  of  the  provisions  of  this  part,  the 


L  soon  as  assessment  Income  Is  available 
their  alternates.”  for  this  purpose.  Upon  termination  of 

3.  Delete  paragraph  (b)  of  §  969.30  this  part,  &ny  funds  not  required  to  der 
Procedure  and  substitute  therefor  the  fray  the  necessary  expenses  of  liqulda- 
following:—  tion  shall  be  disposed  of  in  such  manner 

'or  ^  Secretary  may  determine  to  be 
^  appropriate:  Provided,  That  to  the  ex- 
tent  practicable,  such  funds  shall  be 
returned  pro  rata  to  the  persons  from 

'’'7  whom  such  funds  were  collected, 
nt 

all  7.  Add,  after  the  first  sentence  In 
ud  §  969.45  Marketing  research  and  develop- 
lat  ment,  the  following:  “The  committ^ 
may,  to  the  extent  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  projects  established  piursuant  to  this 
section,  exempt  the  handling  of  avocados 
from  any  or  all  of  the  requirements  con¬ 
tained  in,  or  issued  pursuant  to,  §  §  969.41, 
969.51,  and  969.54.” 

8.  Add,  after  subparagraph  (3)  of  par¬ 
agraph  (a)  of  §  969.51  Issuance  of  regu¬ 
lations,  the  following: 

(4)  Establish  and  prescribe  pack  spec¬ 
ifications  for  the  grading  and  packing 
‘In  of  any  variety  or  varieties  of  avocados 
and  require  that  all  avocados  handled 
shall  be  packed  in  accordance  with  such 
pack  specifications,  and  shall  be  identi¬ 
fied  by  appropriate  labels,  seals,  stamps, 
or  tags,  affixed  to  the  containers  by  the 
handler  under  the  supervision  of  the 
committee  or  an  inspector  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral-State  Inspection  Service,  showing 
the  particular  pack  specifications  of  the 


In,  the  marketing  agreement  and  order  assessments  in  advance.” 
upon  which  hearings  have  been  held;  6.  Delete  paragraph  (a)  of  §  969.42 

(3)  The  marketing  agreement,  as  Accounting  and  insert,  in  lieu  thereof, 
amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  the  following: 

amended,  and  the  order,  as  amended,  (a)  end  of  a  fiscal  year,  the 

and  as  hereby  pressed  to  be  amend^,  assessments  collected  are  in  excess  of  i.* 
are  lumted  m  their  application  to  the  expenses  incurred,  such  excess  shall  be  ’  * 

smallest  regional  production  area  that  is  accounted  for  as  follows :  Dated :  March  1, 1957. 

practicable  comistently  with  carrying  Except  as  provided  in  subpara-  tsealI  P  R  Burke 

paragraph,  each  per-  Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 

v.P?Phv  entitled  to  ar proportionate  refund  of  ^  Marketing  Services. 

amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  excess  assessment  shall  be  credited 

amended,  and  the  order,  as  amended,  such  refund  against  the  operation  Doc.  57-1721;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 

and  as  hereby  proposed  to  amended,  of  the  following  fis^l  year  unl^  such  8=52  a.  m.i 

prescribe,  so  far  as  practicable,  ^ch  dif-  person  demands  repayment  thereof,  in 

ferent  te^s,  applicable  to  different  ^hich  event  it  shall  be  paid  to  him:  — ' 

parts  of  the  production  area,  as  are  provided.  That  any  sum  paid  by  a  person 

necessary  to  ^ve  due  recognition  to  dif-  excess  of  his  pro  rata  share  of  the  ex-  I  7  CFR  Part  1001  1 

ferences  in  the  production  and  market-  penses  during  any  fiscal  year  may  be  v  ah 

ing  of  the  avocados  covered  thereby.  applied  by  the  committee  at  the  end  of  I  e  o.  1 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con-  fiscal  year  to  any  outstanding  obli-  Limes  Grown  in  Florida 

th^TJtest  dlte^tor  the  fiiiniT of^brieto  pgreoif  committee  from  such  j^jcision  with  respect  to  proposed 

with  respwt  to  the  facts  presented  in  evi-  ^  (g)  Secretary,  upon  recommen- 
dmce  at  the  hearmg  and  the  conclusions  datlon  of  the  committee,  may  determine 

which  should  be  drawn  therefrom.  No  ^hat  it  is  appropriate  for  the  mainte-  Pursuant  to  the  rules  of  practice  and 
such  docuinents  were  filed  within  the  nance  and  functioning  of  the  c(Hnmittee  procedure,  as  amended,  governing  pro- 
prescribed  time.  j  A  a  T-  *^8t  the  funds  remaining  a  the  end  of  a  ceedings  to  formulate  marketing  agree- 

Recommended  amendments  to  the  fiscal  year  which  are  in  excess  of  the  ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR 
marketing  agreement  and  order.  The  expenses  necessary  for  committee  oper-  Part  900),  a  public  hearing  was  held  at 
following  amendments  to  the  market-  ations  during  such  period  may  be  car-  Homestead  (Modello) ,  Florida,  on  Do¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order  are  recom-  j^gd  over  into  following  periods  as  a  cember  10, 1956,  after  notice  thereof  was 
mended  as  the  detailed  means  by  which  reserve.  Such  reserve  may  be  established  published  in  the  Federal  Register  (21 
the  aforesaid  conclusions  may  be  carried  at  an  amount  not  to  exceed  approx-  F.  R.  9328) ,  on  proposed  amendments  to 

imately  one  fiscal  year’s  operational  the  marketing  agreement  and  Order  No. 
,  1.  Change  the  period  at  the  end  of  expenses;  and  such  reserve  may  be  used'  101  (7  CFR  Part  1001),  hereinafter  re- 
S  969.8  Grower  to  a  colon  .and  add  the  to  cover  the  necessary  expenses  of  liqui-  ferred  to  as  the  “marketing  agreement” 
following  proviso:  ‘’Provided,  That  as  dation,  in  the  event  of  termination  of  this  and  “order,”  respectively,  regulating  the 
used  in  §  969.22  the  term  grower  shall  part,  and  to  cover  the  expenses  incurred  handling  of  limes  grown  in  Florida,  to  be 
include  only  those  who  have  a  proprie-  for  the  maintenance  and  functioning  of  made  effective  pursuant  to  the  provi- 
tary  interest  in  the  production  of  10  or  the  committee  during  any  fiscal  year  sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
more  bearing  avocado  trees.”  when  there  is  a  crop  failure,  or  during  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (48 

2.  Delete  the  first  sentence  of  §  969.22  any  period  of  suspension  of  any  or  all  of  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C.  601 
fb)  (2)  and  substitute  therefor  the  the  provisions  of  this  part.  Such  reserve  et  seq.;  68  Stat.  906, 1047). 
following:  “Only  growers  who  are  pres-  may  also  be  used  by  the  committee  to  On  the  basis  of  the  evidence  introduced 

ent  at  such  nomination  meetings,  or  who  finance  its  operations,  during  any  fiscal  at  the  hearing,  and  the  record  thereof, 
reside  outside  the  production  area  and  year,  prior  to  the  time  that  assessment  the  Deputy  Administrator,  Agricultural 
are  represented  at  such  nomination  income  is  sufficient  to  cover  such  ex-  Marketing  Service,  on  February  13, 1957. 
iQeetings  by  duly  authorized  agents,  shall  penses;  but  any  of  the  reserve  funds  so  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  United 
participate  in  the  nomination  and  elec-  used  shall  be  returned  to  the  reserve  as  States  Department  of  Agriculture.  hU 
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recommended  decision  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing.  The  notice  of  the  filing  of  such 
recommended  decision,  affording  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  file  written  exceptions  thereto, 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
<P.  R.  Doc.  57-1255;  22  F.  R.  981).  No 
exception  to  said  recommended  decision 
was  filed. 

The  material  issues,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  and  the  general  findings  of  the 
recommended  decision  set  forth  in  the 
Federal  Register  (F.  R.  Doc.  57-1255; 
22  F.  R.  981)  are  hereby  approved  and 
adopted  as  the  material  issues,  findings 
and  conclusions,  and  general  findings  of 
this  decision  as  if  set  forth  in  full  herein, 
except  for  the  following  change:  line  5 
of  proposed  new  S  1001.42  (a)  (2)  (22 
F.  R.  981),  change  “some  of  the  funds” 
to  recui  “the  funds.” 

Marketing  agreement  and  order.  An¬ 
nexed  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof  are 
two  documents  entitled,  respectively, 
“Agreement  Amending  the  Marketing 
Agreement  Regulating  the  Handling  of 
Limes  Grown  in  Florida”  and  “Order 
Amending  the  Order  Regulating  the 
Handling  of  Limes  Grown  in  Florida” 
which  have  been  decided  upon  as  the 
appropriate  and  detailed  means  of  ef¬ 
fecting  the  foregoing  conclusions.  These 
documents  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of 
§  900.14  of  the  aforesaid  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure,  governing  proceed¬ 
ings  to  formulate  marketing  agreements 
and  marketing  orders,  have  been  met. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  all  of  this 
decision,  except  the  attached  agreement 
amending  the  marketing  agreement,  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
regulatory  provisions  of  the  said  agree¬ 
ment  amending  the  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  are  identical  with  those  contained 
in  the  attached  order  amending  the  order 
which  will  be  published  with  this 
decision. 

Dated:  March  4, 1957. 

[seal]  Earl  L.  Butz, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Order  ^  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 

the  Handling  of  Limes  Grown  in 

Florida 

,  §1001.0  Findings  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  made  in  connection  with  the 
issuance  of  this  order;  and  all  of  said 
previous  findings  and  determinations  are 
hereby  ratified  and  affirmed  except  inso¬ 
far  as  such  findings  and  determinations 
may  be  in  conflict  with  the  findings  and 
determinations  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  Public  Act 
No.  10,  73d  Congress  (May  12,  1933),  as 
amended  and  as  re-enacted  and  amended 
by  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (48  Stat. 
31,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.;  68 


»  This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un- 
Jess  and  until  the  requirements  of  §  900.14  of 
the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  orders  have  been  met. 


Stat.  906, 1047) ,  and  the  applicable  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  governing  pro-  ^ 
ceedings'to  formulate  marketing  agree- 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900) ,  a  public  bearing  was  held  at  Home¬ 
stead  (Modello),  Florida,  on  December 
10,  1956,  upon  proposed  amendments  to 
the  Marketing  Agreement  No.  126  and 
Order  No.  101  (7  (TFR  Part  1001),  regu¬ 
lating  the  handling  of  limes  grown  in 
Florida.  Upon  the  basis  of  evidence  in¬ 
troduced  at  such  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  said  order,  as  hereby 
amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(2)  The  said  order,  as  hereby 

amended,  regulates  the  handling  of  limes 
grown  in  Florida  in  the  same  manner  as, 
and  is  applicable  only  to  persons  in  the 
respective  classes  of  industrial  and  com- 
ipercial  activities  specified  in.  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  upon  which 
hearings  have  been  held;  *  ' 

(3)  The  said  order,  as  hereby 

amended,  is  limited  in  its  application  to 
the  smallest  regional  production  area 
that  is  practicable,  consistently  with 
carrying  out  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act; 

(4)  There  are  no  differences  in  the 
production  and  marketing  of  limes  grown 
in  the  production  area  covered  by  the 
said  order,  as  hereby  amended,  that 
make  necessary  different  terms  and  pro¬ 
visions  applicable  to  different  parts  of 
such  areas;  and 

(5)  All  handling  of  limes,  as  defined  in 
said  order,  as  hereby  amended,  is  in  the 
current  of  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  or  directly  burdens,  obstructs,  or 
affects  such  commerce. 

It  is,  therefore,  ordered.  That,  on  and 
after  the  effective  date  hereof,  all  han¬ 
dling  of  limes  grown  in  the  production 
area  shall  be  in  conformity  to.  and  in 
compliance  with,  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  aforesaid  order,  as  hereby 
amended,  as  follows: 

1.  Change  the  period  at  the  end  of 
§  1001.8  Grower  to  a  colon  and  add  the 
following  proviso:  "Provided,  That  as 
used  in  §  1001.22  the  term  grower  shall 
include  only  those  who  have  a  proprie¬ 
tary  interest  in  the  production  of  10  or 
more  bearing  lime  trees.” 

2.  Delete  paragraph  (b)  of  §  1001.30 
Procedure  and  substitute  therefor  the 
following: 

(b)  The  committee  may  provide  for 
simultaneous  meetings  of  groups  of  its 
members  assembled  at  two  or  more 
designated  places:  Provided,  That  such 
meetings  shall  be  subject  to  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  telephone  communication 
between  all  such  groups  and  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  loud  speaker  receivers  for  each 
group  so  that  each  member  may  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  discussions  and  other 
actions  the  same  as.  if  the  committee 
were  assembled  in  one  place. 

3.  Delete  from  §  1001.32  Annual  report 
the  words  “prior  to  March  31  of  each 
fiscal  year”  and  substitute  therefor  the 
words  “as  soon  as  practicable  after  the 
close  of  each  fiscal  year.” 


4.  Delete  the  last  sentence  in  para- 
graph  (b)  of  §  1001.41  Assessments  and 
substitute  therefor  the  following:  “in 
order  to  provide  funds  for  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  provisions  of  this  part, 
the  committee  may  accept  the  payment  . 
of  assessments  in  advance.” 

5.  Delete  paragraph  (a)  of  §  1001.42 
Accounting  and  insert,  in  lieu  thereof, 
the  following: 

(a)  If,  at  the  end  of  a  fiscal  year,  the 
assessments  collected  are  in  excess  of 
expenses  incurred,  such  excess  shall  be 
accounted  for  as  follows:  , 

(1)  Except  as  provided  in  subpara¬ 
graph  (2)  of  this  paragraph,  each  person 
entitled  to  a  proportionate  refund  of  the 
excess  assessment  shall  be  credited  with 
such  refund  against  the  operation  of  the 
following  fiscal  year  unless  such  person 
demands  repayment  thereof,  in  which 
event  it  shall  be  paid  to  him:  Provided, 
That  any  sum  paid  by  a  person  in  excess 
of  his  pro  rata  share  of  the  expenses 
during  any  fiscal  year  may  be  applied 
by  the  committee  at  the  end  of  such  fiscal 
year  to  any  outstanding  obligations  due 
the  committee  from  such  person. 

(2)  The  Secretary,  upon  recommen- ' 
dation  of  the  committee,  may  determine 
that  it  is  appropriate  for  the  mainte¬ 
nance  and  functioning  of  the  committee 
that  the  funds  remaining  at  the 
end  of  a  fiscal  year  which  are  in  excess 
of  the  expenses  necessary  for  commit¬ 
tee  operations  during  such  period  may 
be  carried  over  into  following  periods 
as  a  reserve.  Such  reserve  may  be  estab¬ 
lished  at  an  amount  not  to  exceed  ap¬ 
proximately  one  fiscal  year’s  operational 
expenses;  and  such  reserve  may  be  used 
to  cover  the  necessary  expenses  of  liqui¬ 
dation,  in  the  event  of  termination  of 
this  part,  and  to  cover  the  expenses  in¬ 
curred  for  the  maintenance  and  func¬ 
tioning  of  the  committee  during  any 
fiscal  year  wh«i  there  is  a  crop  failure, 
or  during  any  period  of  suspension  of 
any  or  all  of  the  provisions  of  this  part 
Such  reserve  may  also  be  used  by  the 
committee  to  finance  its  operations,  dur¬ 
ing  any  fiscal  year,  prior  to  the  time  that 
assessment  income  is  sufficient  to  cover 
such  expenses;  but  any  of  the  reserve 
funds  so  used  shall  be  returned  to  the 
reserve  as  soon  as  assessment  income  is 
available  for  this  purpose.  Upon  termi¬ 
nation  of  this  part,  any  funds  not  re¬ 
quired  to  defray  the  necessary  expenses 
of  liquidation  shall  be  disposed  of  in 
such  manner  as  the  Secretary  may  de-  j 
termine  to  be  appropriate:  Provided,  \ 
That  to  the  extent  practical,  such  funds  i 
shall  be  returned  pro  rata  to  the  persons  | 
from  whom  such  funds  were  collected. 

6.  Add,  after  the  first  sentence  In 
§  1001.45  Marketing  research  and  devel¬ 
opment,  the  following:  “The  committee 
may,  to  the  extent  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  projects  established  pursuant  to 
this  section,  exempt  the  handling  of 
limes  from  any  or  all  of  the  requirements 
contained  in,  or  issued  pursuant  to, 

§§  1001.41, 1001.52,  and  1001.55.” 

7.  Add,  after  subparagraph  (3)  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  §  1001.52  Issuance  of 
regulations t  the  following: 
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(4)  Establish  and  prescribe  pack 
specifications  for  the  grading  and  pack¬ 
ing  of  any  variety  or  varieties  of  limes 
and  require  that  all  limes  handled  shall 
be  packed  in  accordance  with  such  pack 
specifications,  and  shall  be  identified  by 
appropriate  labels,  seals,  stamps,  or  tags, 
affixed  to  the  containers  by  the  handler 
under  the  supervision  of  the  committee 
or  an  inspector  of  the  Federal-State  In¬ 
spection  Service,  sl^owing  the  particular 
pack  specifications  of  the  lot. 

8.  Amend  subparagraph  (3)  of  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  §  1001.60  Reports  to  read 
as  follows:  ^ 

(3)  The  date  of  each  such  disposition, 
the  destination,  by  State,  zone,  or  mar¬ 
ket  area,  of  each  lot  of  limes  handled, 
and  identification  of  the  carrier  trans¬ 
porting  such  fruit; 

Order  Directing  That  a  Referendum  Be 
Conducted;  Designation  of  Referen^ 
dum  Agents  To  Conduct  Such  Refer¬ 
endum:  and  Determination  of  Repre¬ 
sentative  Period 

Pursuant  to  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (48  Stat. 
31,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.;  68 
Stat.  906,  1047),  it  is  hereby  directed 
that  a  referendum  be  conducted  among 
the  producers  who,  during  the  period 
April  1,  1956,  through  January  31,  1957 
(which  period  is  hereby  determined  to 
be  a  representative  period  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  such  referendum) ,  were  engaged, 
in  the  State  of  Florida,  excluding  the 
area  west  of  the  Suwannee  River,  in  the 
production  of  limes  for  market,  to  as¬ 
certain  whether  such  producers  favor 
the  issuance  of  an  order  amending  Or¬ 
der  No.  101  (7  CFR  Part  1001) ,  regulat¬ 
ing  the  handling  of  limes  grown  in  Flor¬ 
ida;  and  said  amendatory  order  is  filed 
simultaneously  herewith.  M.  F.  Miller 
and  W.  R.  Cleveland,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,^  United  States  Department'  of 
Agriculture,  are  hereby  designated 
agents  of  the  Secretary  to  conduct  said 
referendum  severally  or  jointly. 

The  procedure  applicable  to  this  referr 
endum  shall  be  the  “Procedure  for  the 
Conduct  of  Referenda  Among  Producers 
in  Connection  with  Marketing  Orders 
(Except  Those  Applicable  to  Milk  and  its 
Products)  td^Become  Effective  Pursuant 
to  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended"  (15  F.  R. 
5176). 

Copies  of  the  aforesaid  annexed  order, 
of  Order  No.  101,  of  the  aforesaid  refer- 
'  endum  procedure  (15  F.  R.  5176),  and  of 
this  order  may  be  examined  in  the  Office 
of  the  Hearing  Cfierk,  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Room  112,  Ad¬ 
ministration  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Ballots  to  be  cast  in  the  referendum, 
.and  other  necessary  forms  and  instruc¬ 
tions,  may  be  obtained  at  the  said  office, 
,  or  from  any  appointee  hereunder. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  57-1744;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Wage  and  Hour  Division 

[  29  CFR  Parts  688,  702,  705,  707, 
708,  709  ] 

[Administrative  Order  476] 

Button,  Jewelry,  and  Lapidary  Work 

Industry;  Artificial  Flower,  Deco¬ 
ration,  AND  Party  Favor  Industry; 

Straw,  Hair,  and  Related  Products 

Industry 

APPOINTMENTS  TO  INVESTIGATE  CONDITIONS 

AND  RECOMBIEND  MINIMUM  WAGES,  NO¬ 
TICE  OF  HEARING 

Pursuant  to  authority  under  the  Pair 
Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938  (52  Stat. 
1060,  as  amended;  29  U.  S.  C.  201,  et 
seq.),  and  Reorganization  Plan  No.  6  of 
1950  (5  U.  S.  C.  611),  I  hereby  appoint, 
convene,  and  give  notice  of  the  hearings 
of  Industry  Committee  No.  29-A  for  the 
button,  jewelry,  and  lapidary  work  in¬ 
dustry  in  Puerto  Rico,  Industry  Commit¬ 
tee  No.  29-B  for  the  artificial  flower, 
decoration,  and  party  favor  industry  in 
Puerto  Rico  and  Industry  Committee 
No.  29-C  for  the  straw,  hair,  and  related 
products  industry  in  Puerto  Rico. 

Industry  Committee  No.  29-A  is  com¬ 
posed  of  the  following  representatives: 

For  the  public: 

John  Perry  Horlacher,  Chairman,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pennsylvania. 

Mortimer  H.  Oavin,  St.  Louis,  Missouri. 

David  M.  Helfeld,  Rio  Piedras,  Puerto 
Rico. 

For  the  employees: 

Alex  Bail,  New  York,  New  York. 

Seymour  Brandwein,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Hipolito  Marcano,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico. 

For  the  employers: 

George  N.  Frankovlch,  Providence,  Rhode 
Island. 

Jose  A.  Franceschini,  San  Juan,  Puerto 
Rico. 

Max  Wolfeld,  G\iaynabo,  Puerto  Rico. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  order  the  but¬ 
ton,  jewelry,  and  lapidary  work  industry 
in  Puerto  Rico  is  defined  as  follows: 

The  manufacture  from  any  material  of 
buttons,  buckles,  jewelry  (including  ros¬ 
aries)  ,  jewelry  findings  (including 
beads),  and  hair  ornaments  and  acces¬ 
sories  ;  and  the  processing  of  natural  or 
synthetic  stones  for  jewelry  or  industrial 
use. 

Industry  Committee  No.  29-B  is  com¬ 
posed  of  the  following  representatives: 

For  the  public: 

John  Perry  Horlacher,  Chairman,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pennsylvania. 

Mortimer  H.  Gavin,  St.  Loxils,  Mlssoml. 

David  M.  Helfeld,  Rio  Piedras,  Puerto  Rico. 

For  the  employees: 

Alex  Bail,  New  York,  New  York. 

Seymour  Brandwein.  Washington,  R.  C. 

Hipolito  Marcano,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico. 

For  the  employers: 

George  R.  Frankovlch,  Providence,  Rhode 
Island. 

Jose  A.  Franceschini,  San  Juan,  Puerto 
Rico. 

Samuel  S.  Berger.  Naranjito,  Puerto  Rico. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  order  the  arti¬ 
ficial  fiower,  decoration,  and  party  favor 
industry  in  Puerto  Rico  is  defined  as 
follows: 
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The  manufacture  of  artificial  fiowers, 
buds,  berries,  foliage,  leaves,  fruits, 
plants,  stems,  and  branches,  and  the 
manufacture  of  party  favors,  and  orna¬ 
ments  and  decorations  for  holidays,  ex¬ 
cept  those  made  of  molded  .plastic  or 
metal  other  than  metallic  chenille,  foil, 
or  tinsel. 

Industry  Committee  No.  29-C  is  com¬ 
posed  of  the  following  representatives: 

For  the  public: 

John  Perry  Horlacher,  Chairman,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pennsylvania. 

Mortimer  H.  Gavin.  St.  Louis,  Missoiu-i. 

David  M.  Helfeld,  Rio  Piedras.  Puerto  Rico. 

For  the  employees; 

Alex  Ball,  New  York,  New  York. 

Seymoiu:  Brandwein,  Washington.  D.  C. 

Hipolito  Marcano.  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico. 

For  the  employers: 

George  R.  Frankovlch,  Providence,  Rhode 
Island. 

Jose  A.  Franceschini,  San  Juan,  Puerto 
Rico. 

Fredrick  Schultz,  Arecibo,  Puerto  Rico. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  order  the 
straw,  hair,  and  related  products  indus¬ 
try  in  Puerto  Rico  is  defined  as  follows:  i 

The  manufacture  of  all  products  made 
wholly  or  chiefiy  of  straw,  raffia,  sisal, 
maguey,  palm  leaves,  rushes,  grasses, 
hahi  hair  bristles,  feathers,  and  similar 
materials:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
definition  shall  not  cover  products  or 
activities  included  in  the  men’s  and  boys* 
clothing  and  related  products  industry, 
or  the  children’s  dress  and  related 
products  industry  as  defined  in  the  wage 
orders  for  those  industries;  or  in  the 
textile  and  textile  products  industry,  or 
the  leather,  leather  goods,  shoe,  and 
related  products  industry  as  defined  in 
Administrative  Order  No.  475;  or  in  the 
artificial  fiower,  decoration,  and  party 
favor  industry,'  or  the  button,  jewelry, 
and  lapidary  work  industry,  as  defined  in 
Administrative  Order  No.  476. 

I  hereby  refer  to  each  of  the  above 
mentioned  industry  committees  the 
question  of  the  minimum  wage  rate  or 
rates  to  be  fixed  imder  section  6  (c)  of  the 
act  for  its  industry.  Each  such  industry 
committee  shall  investigate  conditions 
in  its  industry,  and  the  committee,  or 
any  authorized  subcommittee  thereof, 
shall  hear  such  witnesses  and  receive 
such  evidence  as  may  be  necessary  or 
appropriate  to  enable  the  committee  to 
perform  its  duties  and  functions  imder 
the  act. 

Industry  Committee  No.  29-A  shall 
commence  its  hearings  on  April  8,  1957, 
at  2:00  p.  m.,  in  the  offices  of  the  Wage 
and  Hour  Division,  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor,  New  York  Depart¬ 
ment  Store  Building,  Fortaleza  and  San 
Jose  Streets,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico. 
Consecutively,  at  the  same  place,  after 
the  hearings  of  Industry  Committee  No. 
29-A,  Industry  Committees  Nos.  29-B, 
and  29-C  shall  hold  their  hearings  in 
that  order. 

Each  committee  .will  meet  at  the  same 
place  before  its  hearing  to  ma]ce  its  in¬ 
vestigation  and  I  appropriate  decisions 
concerning  its  hiring.  Industry  Com¬ 
mittee  No.  29-A  will  meet  at  10:00  a.  m., 
on  April  8,  1957,  and  Industry  Commit¬ 
tees  Nos.  29-B,  and  29-C,  will  meet  at  an 
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hour  to  be  designated  by  the  committee 
chairman. 

In  order  to  reach  as  rapidly  as  Is 
economically  feasible  the  objective  of 
the  miniminn  wage  prescribed  in  para¬ 
graph  (!)•  of  section  6  (a)  of  the  act, 
each  Industry  committee  shall  recom¬ 
mend  to  the  Administrator  the  highest 
tninimum  wage  rate  or  rates  for  the 
Industry  which  it  determines,  having  due 
regard  to  economic  and  competitive  con¬ 
ditions,  will  not  substantially  curtail  em¬ 
ployment  in  the  industry  and  will  not 
give  any  industry  in  Puerto  Rico  a  com¬ 
petitive  advantage  over  any  industry  in 
the  United  States  outside  of  Puerto  Rico. 
Where  an  industry  conunittee  finds  that 
a  higher  minimum  wage  may  be  deter¬ 
mined  for  employees  engaged  in  certain 
activities  or  in  the  manufactiure  of  cer¬ 
tain  products  in  the  industry,  the  in¬ 
dustry  committee  shall  recommend  such 
reasonable  classifications  within  the 
industry  as  it  determines  to  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  for  each 
classification  the  highest  minimum  wage 
rate  that  can  be  determined  for  it  imder 
the  principles  set  out  here  which  will  not 
substantially  curtail  employment  in  such 
classification  and  will  not  give  a  ccmipeti- 
tive  advantage  to  any  group  in  the  in¬ 
dustry.  No  classification  shall  be  made, 
however,  and  no  minimum  wage  shall  be 
fixed  solely  on  a  regional  basis  or  on  the 
basis  of  a^e  or  sex.  In  determining 
whether  there  should, be  classifications 
within  the  industry,  'in  making  such 
classifications,  and  in  determining  the 
minimum  wage  rates  for  such  classifica¬ 
tions,  the  ccHnmittee  shall  consider, 
among  other  relevant  factors,  the  follow¬ 
ing:  (1)  Competitive  conditions  as  af¬ 
fected  by  transportation,  living,  and 
production  costs;  (2)  the  wages  estab¬ 
lished  for  work  of  like  or  comparable 
character  by  collective  labor  agreements 
negotiated  between  employers  and  em¬ 
ployees  by  representatives  of  their  own 
choosing;  and  (3)  the  wages  paid  for 
work  of  like  or  comparable  character  by 
employers  who  voluntarily  maintain 
minimum  wage  standards  in  the 
industry. 

The  Administrator  shall  prepare  an 
economic  report  cpntaining  such  data 
as  he  is  able  to  assemble  pertinent  to  the 
matters  herein  referred  to  each  commit¬ 
tee.  Cot)ies  of  these  reports  may  be  ob¬ 


tained  at  the  national  and  Puerto  Rican 
offices  of  the  United  States  Department 
of  Labor  as  soon  as  they  are  completed 
and  prior  to  the  hearings.  Each  com¬ 
mittee  win  take  official  notice  of  the  facts 
stated  in  the  economic  report  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  they  are  not  refuted  at  the  hearings. 

The  procedure  of  these  industry  com¬ 
mittees  wiU  be  governed  by  Title  29  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
511,  as  revised  and  amended  on  Novem¬ 
ber  4,  1955  (20  F.  R.  8285)  and  May  30, 
1956,  (21  F.  R.  3678),  and  October  6, 
1956  (21  F.  R.  7669).  As  a  prerequisite 
to  participation  as  witnesses  or  parties 
these  regulations  require,  among  other 
things,  that  interested  persons  in  the 
present  matters  shaU  file  a  prehearing 
statement  containing  certain  specified 
data,  not  later  than  March  29,  1957. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  2d 
day  of  March  1957. 

James  P.  Mitchell, 
Secretary  of  Labor, 

IP.  R.  Doc.  57-1746;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

[21  CFR  Part  1201 

Tolerances  and  Exemptions  From  Toler¬ 
ances  FOR  Pesticide  Chemicals  in  or 
ON  Raw  Agricultural  Commodities 

NOTICE  or  filing  of  petition  for  estab¬ 
lishment  OF  TOLERANCES  FOR  RESIDUES 
OF  2, 3 -DICHLORO- 1.4 -naphthoquinone 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(sec.  408  (d)  (1),  68  Stat.  512;  21U.  S.C. 
346a  (d)  (1)),  the  following  notice  is 
issued: 

A  petition  has  been  filed  by  United 
States  Rubber  Company,  c/o  Arthur 
Dry,  and  Dole,  1230  Sixth  Avenue,  New 
York,  New  York,  proposing  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  tolerance  of  3  parts  per 
million  for  residues  of  2,3-dichloro-l,4- 
naphthoquinone  in  or  on  the  following 
raw  agricultural  commodities:  Apples, 
peaches. 

The  analytical  method  proposed  in  the 
petition  for  determining  residues  of> 


2,3-dichloro-l,4-naphthoquinone  is  % 
modification  of  the  method  proposed  by 
McNew  in  Phirtopathology,  Volume  38. 
page  665  (1948). 

Dated:  February  28,  1957.  'n 

[seal]  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1691;  Piled.  Mar.  6,  1967; 
8:45  a.  xn.] 


[21  CFR  Part  120] 

Tolerances  and  Exemptions  From  Tol¬ 
erances  FOR  Pesticide  Chemicals  m 
OR  ON  Raw  Agricultural  Commodiths 

notice  of  filing  of  petition  for  estab¬ 
lishment  OF  TOLERANCES  FOR  RESIDUI8 
OF  ETHYLENE  DIBROMIDE 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (see. 
408  (d)  (1) ,  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.  S.  C.  346a 
(d)  (1)),  the  following  notice  is  issued: 

A  petition  has  been  filed  by  the  Dow 
Chemical  Company.  Midland,  Michigan, 
requesting  the  establishment  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  tolerances  for  residues  that  re¬ 
sult  from  the  use  of  ethylene  dibromi^ 
to  fumigate  soil  in  connection  with  the 
production  of  the  following  raw  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities: 

Proposed  toleranem 

Raw  agricultural  inorganic  bromide  l 

commodity:  {parts  per  millioa) 

Beans  (green) _ _  100 

Broccoli _ ! _ _  75 

Cabbage _ _  100 

Celery _ _  200 

Cucumbers _ _  30 

Eggplant -  50 

Lettuce  _ _  30 

Melons _ _  75 

Peppers  . _ _  80 

Potatoes  (Irish) _ _  75 

Summer  squash _ _  60 

Sweet  corn  (with  or  without  for¬ 
age)  -  50 

Tomatoes  _ _ 50 

The  anali^ical  method  set  out  in  the 

petition  is  reported  in  Analytical  Edition 

of  Industrial  and  Engineering  Chemistry, 

Volume  14,  pages  1-4,  January  15, 1942. 

Dated:  February  28, 1957. 

[seal]  Geo.  P.  Larrick,  . 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1692;  Piled,  Mar.-  6,  1957; 
8:45  a.  m.]  . 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Serial  No.  Idaho  07970] 

Idaho 

ORDER  providing  FOR  OPENING  OF  PUBLIC 
LANDS 

February  28,  1957. 

In  an  exchange  of  lands  made  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  and  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  act  of  March  20,  1922  (42 
Stat.  465),  as  amended  by  the  act  of 
February  28,  1925  (43  Stat.  1090)  the 


NOTICES 


following  described  lands  have  been 
reconveyed  to  the  United  States; 

Boise  Meridian,  Idaho 

T.  12  N..,R.  36  E.. 

Sec.  35,SW»^NW^^. 

These  lands  total  40  acres. 

The  land  lies  within  Grazing  District 
No.  3,  three  miles  south  of  Spencer, 
Idaho,  at  approximately  5,500  foot  ele¬ 
vation.  The  topography  is  rolling  to 
level  and  the  lands  are  non-mineral  in 
character.  The  soil  is  sandy  loam  of 
igneous  origin,  generally  shallow,  con¬ 
taining  some  rocks  and  is  considered  sub¬ 


marginal  for  crop  production.  About  20 
acres  of  these  lands  have  been  cleared 
and  are  covered  with  cheatgrass  and 
some  Russian  thistle,  the  remainder  is 
covered  by  sagebrush,  rabbit  brush  asd 
wheat  grass.  There  is  no  known  source 
of  water  or  irrigation  water  available  to 
these  lands. 

The  land "  is  primarily  valuable  tct 
grazing  and  is  recommended  for  reten¬ 
tion  by  the  United  States  in  order  that  it 
may  be  used  in  connection  with  the  stock 
driveway  which  serves  the  surrounding 
Federal  range. 


Thursday,  March  7,  1957 

i 

No  application  for  these  lands  will  be 
Allowed  under  the  homestead,  desert 
land,  small  tract  or  any  pther  non-min¬ 
eral  public  land  law,  unless  the  lands 
have  already  been  classified  as  valuable, 
or  suitable  for  such  tsrpe  of  application, 
or  shall  be  so  classified  upon  considera¬ 
tion  of  an  application.  Any  application 
that  is  filed  will  be  considered  on  its 
merits.  The  lands  will  not  be  subject  to 
occupancy  or  disposition  imtil  they  have 
been  classified. 

Subject  to  any  valid  existing  rights 
and  the  requirements  of  applicable  law, 
the  lands  described  herein,  are  hereby 
open  to  filing  of  applications,  selections 
and  locations  in  accordance  with  the 
following: 

a.  Applications  and  selections  under 
the  non-mineral  public  land  laws  may  be 
presented  to  the  manager  mentioned  be¬ 
low,  beginning  on  the  date  of  this  order. 
Such  applications,  selections  and  offers 
will  be  considered  as  filed  imder  the  hour 
and  respective  dates  shown  for  the  var¬ 
ious  classes  enumerated  in  the  following 
PAragraphs: 

(1)  Applications  by  persons  having 
prior  existing  valid  settlement  rights, 
preference  rights  conferred  by  existing 
laws,  or  equitable  claims,  subject  to  al¬ 
lowance  and  confirmation,  will  be 
adjudicated  on  the  facts  presented  in 
support  of  each  claim  or  right.  All  appli¬ 
cations  presented  by  persons  other  than 
those  referred  to  in  this  paragraph  will 
be  subject  to  the  applications  and  claims 
mentioned  in  this  paragraph. 

(2)  All  valid  applications  under  the* 
homestead,  desert  land  and  small  tract 
laws  by  qualified  veterans  of  World  War 
n  and,  or,  the  Korean  conflict,  and  by 
others  entitled  to  preference  rights  under 
the  act  of  September  27,  1944  (58  Stat. 
747  ;  43  U.  S.  C.  279  through  284,  as 
amended) ,  presented  prior  to  10:00  a.  m. 
on  March  5,  1957,  will  be  considered  as 
simultaneously  filed  at  that  hour. 
Rights  under  such  preference  right  ap¬ 
plications  'filed  after  that  hour  and 
before  10:00  a.  m.  on  July  5, 1957,  will  be 
governed  by  the  time  of  filing. 

(3)  All  valid  applications  and  selec¬ 
tions  under  the  non-mineral  public  land 
laws,  other  than  those  coming  under 
paragraph  (1)  and  (2)  above,  and  appli¬ 
cations  and  offers  under  the  mineral¬ 
leasing  laws,  presented  prior  to  10:00 
a.  m.  on  July  5,  1957,  will  be  considered 
as  simultaneously  filed  at  that  hour. 
Rights  under  such  applications  and 
selections  filed  after  that  hour  will  be 
governed  by  the  time  of  filing. 

b.  The  lands  will  be  open  to  location 
under  the  United  States  mining  laws, 
beginning  at  10:00  a.  m.,  on  July  5, 1957. 

Persons  claiming  veterans  preference 
fights  under  paragraph  a  (2)  above, 
must  enclose  with  their  application 
proper ,  evidence  of  military  or  naval 
service,  preferably  a  complete  photo¬ 
static  copy  of  the  certificate  “of  honorable 
•lischarge. 

Persons  claiming  preference  rights 
'msed  upon  valid  settlement,  statutory 
preference  or  equitable  claims  must  en¬ 
close  properly  corroborated  statements 
^  support  of  their  applications,  setting 
iorth  all  facts  relevant  to  their  claims. 
Detailed  rules  and  regulations  govern- 
No.45— 4 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 
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ing  applications  which  may  be  filed  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  notice,  can  be  found  in 
Title  43  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions. 

Inquiries  and  applications  concerning 
the  above  lands  shall  be  addressed  to  the 
Regional  Forester,  U.  S.  Forest  Service, 
Federal  Building,  Missoula,  Montana. 

J.  R.  Penny, 
State  Supervisor, 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-1701:  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


Idaho 

NOTICE  OP  FILING  OF  PLAT  OF  SXTRVEY 
February  28, 1957. 

A  plat  of  survey  of  the  lands  described 
below  will  be  ofBcially  filed  in  the  Land 
Office.  Boise.  Idaho,  effective  at  10:00 
a.  m.  on  April  5, 1957. 

Boise  Meridian 

T.  21  N..  R.  22  E.. 

Sec.  6,  Lots  15, 16; 

Sec.  7,  Lots  6, 7. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  65.14 
acres. 

The  above  lands  are  comprised  of  is¬ 
lands  locally  known  as  City  Park  Island, 
Sterling  Price  Island,  and  unnamed  is¬ 
lands  in  section  7,  within  or  adjacent  to 
the  city  limits  of  Salmon,  Idaho.  The 
Sterling  Price  Island  and  the  unnamed 
islands  are  low  islands  subject  to  overfiow 
during  high  water.  The  City  Park  Is¬ 
land  is  used  by  the  city  of  Salmon  for 
park  purposes. 

No  application  for  these  lands  will  be 
allowed  under  the  homestead,  desert- 
land,  small-tract,  or  any  other  non¬ 
mineral  public-land  law,  unless  the  lands 
have  already  been  classified  as  valuable, 
or  suitable  for  such  type  of  application, 
or  shall  be  so  classified  upon  considera-: 
tion  of  an  application.  Any  application 
that  is  filed  will  be  considered  on  its 
merits.  The  lands  will  not  be  subject  to 
occupancy  or  disposition  imtil  they  have 
been  classified. 

Subject  to  any  existing  valid  rights  and 
the  requirements  of  applicable  law,  the 
lands  described  in  paragraph  2  hereof, 
are  hereby  opened  to  filing  of  applica¬ 
tions.  selections,  and  locations  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  following: 

a.  Applications  and  selections  under 
the  nonmineral  public  land  laws  and 
applications  and  offers  under  the  min¬ 
eral  leasing  laws  may  be  presented  to 
the  Manager  mentioned  below,  begin¬ 
ning  on  the  date  of  this  order.  Such 
applications,  selections,  and  offers  will 
be  cbnsidered  as  filed  on  the  hour  and 
respective  dates  shown  for  the  various 
classes  enumerated  in  the  following 
paragraphs: 

(1)  Applications  by  persons  having 
prior  existing  valid  settlement  rights, 
preference  rights  conferred  by  existing 
laws,  or  equitable  claims  subject  to  al¬ 
lowance  and  confirmation  will  be  adju¬ 
dicated  on  the  fauts  presented  in  support 
of  each  claim  or  right.  All  applications 
presented  by  persons  other  than  those 
referred  to  in  this  paragraph  will  be 
subject  to'  the  applications  and  claims 
mentioned  in  this  paragraph. 


(2)  All  valid  applications  under  the 
Homestead,  Desert  Land,  and  Small 
Tract  Laws  by  qualified  veterans  of 
World  War  n  or  of  the  Korean  Conflict, 
and  by  others  entitled  to  preference 
rights  under  the  act  of  September  27, 
1944  (58  Stat.  747;  43  U.  S.  C.  279-284 
as  amended),  presented  prior  to  10:00 
a.  m.  on  April  5,  1957^  will  be  considered 
as  simultaneously  filed  at  that  hour. 
Rights  under  such  preference  right  ap¬ 
plications  filed  after  that  hour  and  be¬ 
fore  10:00  a.  m.  on  July  5,  1957,  will 
be  governed  by  the  time  of  filing. 

(3)  All  valid  applications  and  selec¬ 
tions  under  the  nonmineral  public  land 
laws,  other  than  those  coming  under 
paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  above,  and  ap¬ 
plications  and  offers  under  the  mineral 
leasing  laws,  presented  prior  to  10:00 
a.  m.  on  July  5,  1957,  will  be  considered 
as  simultaneously  filed  at  that  hour. 
Rights  under  such  applications  and  se¬ 
lections  filed  after  that  hour  will  be  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  time  of  filing. 

b.  The  lands  will  be  open  to  location 
imder  the  United  States  mining  laws,  be¬ 
ginning  10:00  a.  m.  on  July  5,  1957. 

Persons  claiming  veteran’s  preference 
rights  under  paragraph  a  (2)  above  must 
enclose  with  their  applications  proper 
evidence  of  military  or  naval  service, 
preferably  a  complete  photostatic  copy 
of  the  certificate  of  honorable  discharge. 
Persons  claiming  preference  rights  based 
upon  valid  settlement,  statutory  prefer¬ 
ence,  or  equitable  claims  must  enclose 
properly  corroborated  statements  in 
support  of  their  applications,  setting 
forth  all  facts  relevant  to  their  claims. 
Detailed  rules  and  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  applications  which  may  be  filed  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  notice  can  be  found  in  Title 
49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

Inquiries  concerning  these  lands  shall 
be  addressed  to  the  Manager,  Land  Of¬ 
fice,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.  O. 
Box  2237,  Boise,  Idaho. 

Nolan  F.  Keil, 
Manager,  Land  Office^ 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-1702;  P7l9d.  Mar.  6.  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


Oregon 

ORDER  providing  FOR  RESTORATION  OF 
PUBLIC  LANDS  FROM  POWER  SITE 
CLASSIFICATION 

_  February  25, 1957. 
Pursuant  to  determination  DA-442 
Oregon,  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  in  accordance  with  Order  No. 
541,  §  2.5  of  the  Director,' Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  approved  April  21,  1954 
(19  F.  R.  2473-2476),  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

The  lands  hereinafter  described,  so  far 
as  they  are  withdrawn  and  reserved  for 
power  purposes,  are  hereby  restored  to 
disposition  under  the  public  land  laws, 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  24, 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  of' June  10, 
1920,  (41  Stat.  1075;  16  U.  S.  C.  818),  as 
amended. 

Willamette  Meridun, 'Oregon 

T.  26  S.,  R,  2  W.. 

Sec.  14:  SW*/4* 

160.00  acres 


i 
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The  lands  relesused  from  this  with¬ 
drawal  by  this  order  shall  not  become 
subject  to  the  initiation  of  any  rights  or 
to  any  disposition  under  the  public  land 
laws  until  it  is  so  provided  by  an  order 
of  classification  to  be  issued  by  an  au¬ 
thorized  officer  opening  the  lands  to  ap¬ 
plication  imder  the  Small  Tract  Act  of 
June  1.  1938  (52  Stat.  609;  43  U.  S.  C. 
682a) ,  as  amended,  with  a  ninety-one  day 
preference  right  period  for  filing  such 
applications  by  veterans  of  World  War  EC 
and  other  qualified  persons  entitled  to 
preference  under  the  act  of  September 
27, 1944  (58  Stat.  497 ;  43  U.  S.  C.  279-284) 
as  amended. 

The  lands  described  shall  be  subject  to 
application  by  the  State  of  Oregon  for  a 
period  of  90  days  from  the  date  of  the 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  right  of  way  for  public 
highways  or  as  a  source  of  material  for 
construction  and  maintenance  of  such 
highways,  in  accordance  with  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  section  24,  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  as  amended. 

Virgil  T.  Heath,  . 

State  Supervisor, 

February  25, 1957. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-1700;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


«  [Serial  W-047696] 

Wyoiong 

ORDER  PROVIDING  FOR  OPENING  OF  PUBLIC 
LANDS 

^  February  28, 1957. 

In  accordance  with  order  of  the  Acting 
Director,  Geological  Survey,  of  March  23, 
1956,  entitled  “Power  Site  Cancellation 
No.  110”  (21  F.  R.  2128),  which  canceled 
in  part  Power  Site  Classification  No.  375 
approved  August  25,  1945,  and  pursuant 
to  authority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Wyo¬ 
ming  State  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  under  Part  n  of  Order  of 
.  Delegation  filed  November  21,  1956  (21 
F.  R.  9147)  the  following  described  public 
lands,  are  hereby  restored  to  disposition 
under  the  applicable  public  land  laws  as 
hereinafter  indicated: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  WTOMma 
T  37  N.  R  94  W, 

Sec.  5.  Lots  3,  4.  S^NW^,  SWV4,  NWV4 

SEy4; 

Sec.  6,  Lots  1. 2, 3, 4; 

Sec.  29,  W%NEJ4,  SE»4NEV4,  NEV4SW^^, 

NW%SEl^. 

T.  38  N.,  R.  94  W., 

Sec.  3,W%SW%: 

Sec.  4,  Lot  4,  SWi4NW^^,  NWi4SWV4,  NE14 

SEy*; 

'  Sec.  5,  Lots  1,  2, 3,  SEl^NEl^,  NE^SEiA; 

Sec.  10,SEl^NEV4,Sy2NWV4; 

Sec.  27,  SE^SW>4,  SW^SEVi; 

Sec.  29,  SW»^NW%,  Ni4SWi4; 

Sec.  30,  Lots  1,  2; 

Sec.  31,  Lots  3, 4; 

Sec.  33,  Ny,NV4,  SWV4NE»A. 

T.  39  N.,  R.  94  W., 

Sec.  6,  SV^NE^: 

Sec.9,  SWV4; 

Sec.  21,  NE14,  N^SEV4.  SEl^SEl^; 

Sec.  22,  SW%,  W%SEV4,  NWi4NW14: 

Sec.  27,W%NW%; 

Sec.  28,  NE%NE%,  S%NE%,  SE»4NWi4, 

NEy4Sw%,  s^swy*.  w%sbi4; 

Sec.  29,  S%SE%;  *  -  ' 

Sec.  32,  ME^»  SW^,  NV^SE14.  SW^SE^ 


NOTICES 

T.  40  N.,  R.  94  W.. 

Sec.  31,  Lot  1; 

Sec.  32,  SE^SW^. 

The  areas  described  total  approxi¬ 
mately  3535.47  acres  of  public  lands. 

1.  This  land  is  located  one  to  two  miles 
east  of  the  Boysen  Reservoir  in  the  vicin¬ 
ity  of  Shoshoni,  Wyoming.  It  consists  of 
fair  to  poor  grazing  land  without  avail¬ 
able  stock  water.  Both  topography  and 
soils  are  widely  varied,  and  are  unsuit¬ 
able  for  the  production  of  domestic  crops. 
The  vegetation  is  primarily  native 
grasses,  sagebrush,  and  rabbit  brush, 
with  some  value  for  grazing  by  range 
livestock. 

2.  No  applications  for  these  lands  will 
be  allowed  under  the  homestead,  desert 
land,  small  tract,  or  any  other  non¬ 
mineral  public  land  law  unless  the  lands 
have  already  been  classified  as  valuable 
or  suitable  for  such  type  of  application, 
or  shall  be  so  classified  upon  considera¬ 
tion  of  an  application.  Any  application 
that  is  filed  will  be  considered  on  its 
merits.  The  lands  will  not  be  subject 
to  occupancy  or  disposition  until  they^ 
have  been  classified. 

3.  The  lands  described  shall  be  subject 
to  application  by  the  State  of  Wyoming 
for  a  period  of  90  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  rights-of-way  for  public 
highways  or  as  a  source  of  material  for 
construction  and  maintenance  of  such 
highways. 

4.  Subject  to  any  valid  existing  rights 
and  the  requirements  of  applicable  law, . 
the  lands  described  above  are  hereby 
opened' to  filing  of  applications,  selec¬ 
tions,  and  locations  in  accordance  with 
the  following: 

a.  Applications  and  selections  under 
the  non-mineral  public  land  laws  may 
be  presented  to  the  Manager  mentioned 
below,  beginning  on  the  date  of  this 
order.  Such  applications  and  selections, 
will  be  considered  as  filed  on  the  hour 
and  respective  dates  shown  for  the  var¬ 
ious  classes  enumerated  in  the  following 
paragraphs:  ^ 

(1)  Applications  by  persons  having 
prior  existing  valid  settlement  rights, 
preference  rights  conferred  by  existing 
laws,  or  equitable  claims  subject  to 
allowance  and  confirmation  will  be  ad¬ 
judicated  on  the  facts  presented  in 
support  of  each  claim  or  right.  All 
applications  presented  by  persons  other 
than  those  referred  to  in  this  paragraph 
will  be  subject  to  the  applications  and 
claims  mentioned  in  this  paragraph. 

(2)  All  valid  applications  under  the 
Homestead.  Desert  Land  and  Small  Tract 
Laws  by  qualified  veterans  of  World  War 
n  or  of  the  Korean  Conflict,  and  by 
others  entitled  to  preference  rights  imder 
the  act  of- September  27,  1944  (48  Stat. 
747 ;  43  U.  S.  C.  278-284,  as  amended) 
presented  prior  to  10:00  a.  m.,  local  time, 
on  April  5,  1957,  will  be  considered  si¬ 
multaneously  filed  at  that  hour.  Rights 
imder  such  preference  right  applications 
filed  after  that  hour  and  before  10:00 
a.  m.,  local  time,  on  July  5.  1957,  will  be 
governed  by  the  time  of  filing. 

(3)  All  valid  applications  and  selec¬ 
tions  under  the  non-mineral  public  land 
laws,  other  than  those  coming  under  par¬ 
agraphs  (1)  and  (2)  above,  presented 
prior  to  10:00  a.  m.,  local  time,  on  July 
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1957  will  be  considered  as  simultaneously 
filed  that  hour.  Rights  under  such 
applications  and  selections  filed  after 
that  hour  will  be  governed  by  the  time 
of  filing. 

5.  Persons  claiming  veterans’  prefer¬ 
ence  rights  imder  paragraph  a.  (2)  above 
must  enclose  with  their  applications 
proper  evidence  of  military  or  naval, 
service,  preferably  a  complete  photo¬ 
static  copy  of  the  certificate  of  honoraUe 
discharge.  Persons  claiming  preference 
rights  based  upon  valid  settlement,  statu¬ 
tory  perference,  or  equitable  claiins  must 
enclose  properly  corroborated  statements 
in  support  of  their  applications  setting 
forth  all  facts  relevant  to  their  claims. 
Detailed  rules  and  regulations  governing 
applications  which  may  be‘ filed  pursuant 
to  this  notice  can  be  found  in  Title  43  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

6.  The  lands  hereinafter  described, 
also  included  in  Power  Site  Cancellation 
No.  110,  are  restored  so  far  as  they  are 
withdraw  and  reserved  for  power  pur¬ 
poses,  but  remain  in  withdrawn  status 
imder  section  10  of  the  act  of  Decmnber 
29.  1916  (39  Stat.  865;  43  U.  S.  C.  300) 
providing  for  the  reservation  of  lands 
containing  water  holes  or  stock  drive¬ 
ways. 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  WYOMma 
T.  38  N  R  94  W 

Sec.  28,  SW^SEV4,  Public  Water  Resem; 

Sec.  34,  NW^NE^,  Ni^NW^,  Stock  Driv*. 
way. 

The  areas  described  total  160  acres  of 
public  lands. 

7.  All  of  the  lands  described  in  this 
order  have  been  subject  to  mining  loca¬ 
tion  under  the  act  of  August  11,  1955  (69 
Stat.  681;  30  U.  S.  C.  621-625)  and  to 
applications  and  offers  under  the  min¬ 
eral  leasing  laws. 

•  8.  Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  de¬ 
scribed  in  this  order  shall  be  addressed 
to:  Manager,  Land  Office,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Post  Office  Box  929, 
Cheyenne,  Wyoming. 

Eugene  L.  Schmidt, 
Lands  and  Minerals  Officer. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1703;  Piled.  Mar.  6.  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

Organization,  Functions,  and  Delega¬ 
tions  OF  Authority 

Pursuant  to  authority  (19  F.  R.  74) 
delegated  to  the  Administrator,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service,  the  material 
appearing  at  19  F.  R.  35,  6169,  and  6556, 
20  F.  R.  7740,  and  21  F.  R.  304  and  2572, 
is  hereby  revoked  and  the  following  is 
substituted  therefor: 

organization  and  functions 

Section  1.  General.  The  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  hereinafter  referred 
to  as  “AMS”,  was  created  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary’s  Memorandum  No.  1320,  Supi^ 
ment  4,  of  November  2,  1953,  under  the 
authority  of  section  161,  Revised  Stat¬ 
utes  (5  U.  S.  C.  22) .  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  2  of  1953  (5  U.  S.  C.  133&-15),  aM 
related  authorities.  AMS  Is  organized 
to  aid  in  advancing  the  orderly  and 
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efficient  marketing  and  the  effective  dis¬ 
tribution  of  products  from  the  Nation’s 
farms.  The  marketing  and  distribution 
functions  of  the  Department  are  cen¬ 
tered  in  AMS.  AMS  is  also  responsible 
for  the  coordination  of  all  statistical  and 
reiat^  economic  analysis  work  of  the 
Department.  The  primary  functions  of 
/tMS  include  marketing  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  programs  relating  to  the  as¬ 
sembly,  transportation,  storage,  han¬ 
dling,  packaging,  distribution  and  pric¬ 
ing  of  farm  products,  and  the  structure, 
financing  and  oreanization  of  domestic 
markets;  economic  analysis  and  statisti¬ 
cal  programs  relating  to  agricultural 
prices  and  income,  commodity  outlook 
and  situation,  food  demand  and  con¬ 
sumption,  farm  population  and  rural 
life,  and  agricultural  history;  crop  and 
livestock  estimates  and  reporting  pro¬ 
grams  relating  to  production,  value  and 
utilization  of  farm  crops  and  livestock 
and  livestock  products,  and  prices  re¬ 
ceived  and  paid  by  farmers;  marketing  / 
services  (market  news,  standardization, 
inspection,  classing,  grading)  programs 
contributing  to  the  efficient  and  orderly 
marketing  of  agricultural  commodities; 
freight  rate  services  to  assist  in  obtain¬ 
ing  and  maintaining  equitable  trans¬ 
portation  rates  and  services  on  farm 
supplies  and  products;  marketing  regu¬ 
latory  programs  aimed  at  protecting 
farmers  and  others  from  financial  loss 
resulting  from  deceptive,  careless,  and 
fraudulent  marketing  practices;  school 
lunch  program  aimed  at  improving  the 
health  and  well-being  of  the  Nation’s 
school  children  and  broadening  the  mar¬ 
ket  for  agricultural  food  commodities; 
surplus  removal  of  agricultiu*al  com¬ 
modities  and  marketing  agreement  and 
order  programs  designed  to  maintain 
prices  received  by  farmers  and  establish 
ind  maintain  orderly  marketing  con¬ 
ditions;  and  assigned  civil  defense  and 
defense  mobilization  activities  involving 
planning  for  processing  and  distributing 
foods  and  fibers  imder  emergency  con¬ 
ditions.  AMS  has  also  been  delegated 
authority  for,  and  is  called  upon,  to  per¬ 
form  certain  other  services  for  Federal, 
State  and  private  agencies,  on  a  reim¬ 
bursable  or  advance  payment  basis. 
These  include,  among  others,  the  special 
school  milk  program,  and  administration 
of  section  708  of  the  National  Wool  Act 
of  1954.  The  central  office  of  AMS  is 
located  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  but  a  large 
part  of  the  program  activity  is  carried 
on  through  various  field  offices  of  the 
several  Washington  commodity  and 
functional  divisions. 

Sec.  2.  The  Office  of  the  Administra^ 
lor— (a)  The  Administrator.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrator  is  responsible  for  the  general 
direction  and  supervision  of  programs 
»nd  activities  assigned  to  AMS.  He  re¬ 
ports  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Mar¬ 
keting  and  Foreign  Agricultiure. 

(b)  Deputy  Administrator,  Marketing 
Search  and  Statistics.  The  Deputy 
Administrator  for  Marketing  Research 
wd  Statistics  is  responsible  for: 

(1)  Participating  with  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  in  the  over-all  planning  and  for¬ 
mulation  of  all  policies,  programs  and 
activities  of  AMS,  and 

(2)  Directing  and  coordinating  the 
^administration  of  the  marketing  research 


and  development  programs,  economic 
analysis  and  statistical  programs,  crop 
and  livestock  estimates  and  reporting 
programs,  assigned  civil  defense  and  de¬ 
fense  mobilization  activities,  and  other 
related  programs  and  activities.  These 
programs  and  activities  are  carried  out 
by  three  functional  Divisions,  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Economics,  Agricultural  Esti¬ 
mates,  and  Marketing  Research 
Divisions,  located  at  Washington,  D.  C., 
and  by  field  State  Statistical  offices  on 
agricultural  estim,ates  and  reporting  and 
functional  field  branch  offices  on  market¬ 
ing  research  and  development. 

(c)  Deputy  Administrator,  Marketing 
Services.  The  Deputy  Administrator  for 
Marketing  Services  is  responsible  for: 

(1)  Participating  with  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  in  the  over-all  planning  and 
formulation  of  all  policies,  programs  and 
activities  of  AMS,  and  ' 

(2)  Directing  and  coordinating  the 
administration  of  the  marketing  services, 
freight  rate  services,  marketing  regula¬ 
tory,  school  lunch,  surplus  removal, 
marketing  agreements  and  orders,  spe¬ 
cial  school  milk,  assigned  civil  defense 
and  defense  mobilization  activities,  and 
other  related  programs  and  activities. 
These  programs  and  activities  are  car¬ 
ried  out  by  seven  commodity  Divisions 
(Cotton,  Dairy,  Fruit  and  Vegetable, 
Grain,  Livestock,  Poultry  and  Tobacco) , 
and  two  functional  Divisions  (Food  Dis¬ 
tribution  and  Special  Services),  located 
at  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  by  functional 
field  branch  offices  of  these  Divisions. 

(d)  Assistant  Administrator  for  Man'- 
ugemetet.  The  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Management  under  the  direction  and 
supervision  of  the  Administrator  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for: 

(1)  Participating  with  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Deputy  Administrators,  and  other 
key  staff  members,  in  the  over-all  plan¬ 
ning  and  formulation  of  all  policies,  pro¬ 
grams  and  activities  of  AMS,  with 
particular  emphasis  on  the  management 
aspects,  and 

(2 )  Directing  and  coordinating  the  ad¬ 
ministration  and  integration  of  the  over¬ 
all  management,  budget,  fiscal,  person¬ 
nel,  and  administrative  services  programs 
necessary  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  marketing  and  distribution  programs 
and  assigned  civil  defense  and  defense 
mobilization  activities  of  AMS.  These 
programs  and  activities  are  carried  out 
by  the  Administrative  Services,  Budget 
and  Finance,  and  Personnel  Divisions 
located  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  by  field 
Area  Administrative  Divisions. 

Sec.  3.  Staff  Assistants  and  Staff  Divi¬ 
sions — (a)  Liaison,  Matching  Fund  Pro¬ 
gram,  State  Departments  of  Agriculture. 
This  office  under  the  direction  and  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Administrator  is  responsible 
for: 

(1)  Providing  leadership  and  con¬ 
sulting  services  to  assist  States  in  the 
development  and  execution  of  matched- 
funds  marketing  service  projects,  imder 
the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Act  of  1946,  as  amended,  and 
coordinating  similar  lines  of  work  be¬ 
tween  States,  and 

(2)  Reviewing  and  approving  such 
projects  proposed  by  the  State  Depart- 
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ments  of  Agriculture,  Bureaus  of  Mar¬ 
kets,  and  similar  State  agencies. 

(b)  Chairman,  Outlook  and  Situation 
Board.  The  Chairman  of  the  Outlook 
and  Situation  Board  under  the  direction 
and  supervision  of  the  Administrator  is 
responsible  for: 

(1)  Serving  as  Chairman  of  the  Out¬ 
look  and  Situation  Board,  and 

(2)  Providing  for  the  technical  review 
and  approval  of  all  economic  Outlook  and 
Situation  reports  prepared  within  the 
Department. 

(c)  Statistical  Clearance  and  Stand¬ 
ards.  This  office  under  the  direction  and 
supervision  of  the  Administrator  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for: 

(1)  Reviewing  and  clearing  all  survey 
plans,  reporting  requirements,  and  sta¬ 
tistical  forms  originating  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  and  requiring  approval  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Bydget. 

(2)  Providing  consulting  services  on 
statistical  techniques  within  AMS  and  to 
agencies  of  the  Department, 

(3)  Providing  liaison  for  coordinating 
statistics  within  the  Department  and 

(4)  Evaluating  the  merits  of  alterna¬ 
tive  statistical  methods,  developing  new 
methods,  advising  on  the  development  of 
methods  research  projects  undertaken 
within  agencies  of  the  Department,  and 
promoting  the  adoption  of  improved 
methods. 

(d)  Marketing  Information  Division. 
The  Marketing  Information  Division 
imder  the  direction  and  supervision  of 
the  Administrator  is  responsible  for  plan¬ 
ning  and  administering  an  information 
program  involving  all  of  the  marketing 
and  distribution  programs  and  activities 
of  AMS.  In  addition  to  the  central  office 
located  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  pro¬ 
gram  is  carried  on  through  area  Infor¬ 
mation  offices. 

(e)  Program  Appraisal  and  Audit  Di¬ 
vision.  The  Program  Appraisal  and 
Audit  Division  under  the  direction  and 
supervision  of  the  Administrator  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  planning  and  administer¬ 
ing  the  program  appraisal  and  audit  and 
Investigatory  services  programs  neces¬ 
sary  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
over-all  programs  and  activities  of  AMS. 
In  addition  to  the  central  office  located 
at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  pregram  is 
carried  on  through  area  offices. 

Sec.  4.  Marketing  Research  and  Sta¬ 
tistics.  The  Agricultural  EUx)nomiC8, 
Agricultural  Estimates,  and  Marketing 
Research  Divisions  under  the  direction 
and  supervision  of  the  Deputy  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  Marketing  Research  and  Sta¬ 
tistics  are  responsible  as  follows:  ^ 

(a)  Agricultural  Economics  Division. 
The  Agricultural  Economics  Division  is 
responsible  for: 

(1)  Planning  and  administering  econ¬ 
omic  analysis  and  statistical  research 
and  service  programs  relating  to  farm 
prices,  demand  for  and  consumption  of 
farm  products,  agricultural  history; 
farm  income,  relationships  between  the 
farm  economy  and  the  national  econ¬ 
omy,  and  the  economic  forces  affecting 
the  general  levels  of  demand,  prices  and 
income  in  agriculture;  farm  population, 
agricultural  labor,  levels  and  standards 
of  living,  rural  organization,  and  other 
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rural  problems  and  trends;  and  related 
activities;  and 

(2)  Executing  assigned  civil  defense 
and  defense  mobilization  activities. 

(b)  Agricultural  Estimates  Division, 
The  Agricultural  Estimates  Division  is 
responsible  for: 

(1)  Planning  and  administering  crop 
and  livestock  estimates  and  reporting 
programs  including  estimates  of  acre¬ 
ages,  yields,  production,  stocks,  value  and 
utilization  of  farm  crops;  numbers,  pro¬ 
duction,  value  and  utilization  of  livestock 
and  livestock  products;  prices  received  by 
farmers  for  products  sold  and  prices  paid 
for  commodities  and  services  bought  for 
living  and  production;  farm  employment 
and  wage  rates;  quantities  of  various 
foodstuffs  in  cold  storage;  and  other  as¬ 
pects  of  the  agricultural  economy, 

(2)  Computing  the  parity  index  and 
determining  and  publishing  parity  prices 
for  agricultural  commodities, 

(3)  Administering  the  Peanut  Statis¬ 
tics  Act  and  the  Turpentine  and  Rosin 
Statistics  Act,  and 

(4)  Executing  assigned  civil  defense 
and  defense  mobilization  activities.  The 
Division  Director  serves  as  Chairman  of 
the  Crop  Reporting  Board. 

(c)  Marketing  Research  Division. 
The  Marketing  Research  Division  is 
responsible  for: 

(1)  Planning  and  administering,  in 
cooperation  with  private.  State,  and 
other  Federal  agencies,  agricultural  mar¬ 
keting  research  and  development  pro¬ 
grams  authorized  by  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Act  of  1946,  as  amended,  and 
other  legislation,  and 

(2)  Carndng  out  marketing  research 
relating  to  distribution  and  merchandis¬ 
ing  of  agricultural  products  with  empha¬ 
sis  on  products  in  abundant  supply  and 
requiring  additional  outlets;  measure¬ 
ment,  protection,  and  improvement  of 
quality  of  agricultural  products  as  they 
pass  through  the  marketing  system  with 
emphasis  on  the  physiological,  biochem¬ 
ical,  pathological  and  entomological 
problems  encountered  and  on  the  physi¬ 
cal  and  biological  evaluation  of  quality 
factors;  transportation,  wholesaling  and 
retailing,  handling  and  facilities,  and 
market  facility  planning  for  agricultural 
products  with  emphasis  on  economic  and 
engineering  research;  and  organization, 
structure  and  practices  of  commodity 
markets,  and  informational,  statistical 
and  other  services  needed  for  the  man¬ 
agement  of  market  firms,  with  emphasis 
on  economic  and  cost  analysis  research 
relating  to  the  marketing  of  specific 
agricultural  commodities;  and  related 
activities;  and 

(3)  Executing  assigned  civil  defense 
and  defense  mobilization  activities. 

Sec.  5.  Marketing  Services.  The  com¬ 
modity  Divisions,  consisting  of  the 
Cotton,  Dairy,  Fruit  and  Vegetable, 
Grain,  livestock.  Poultry,  and  Tobacco 
Divisions,  and  the  Food  Distribution  and 
Special  Services  Divisions,  under  the  di¬ 
rection  and  supervision  of  the  Deputy 
Administrator  for  Marketing  Services, 
are  responsible  as  follows: 

(a)  Cottprii  Division.  The  Cotton  Di¬ 
vision  is  responsible  for: 

(1)  Planning  and  administering 
marketing  services  (market  news,  stand¬ 


ardization.  classing,  grading,  and  test¬ 
ing),  surplus  removal,  expansion  of 
market  outlets,  marketing  regulatory, 
and  related  programs  for  cotton,  cotton 
linters,  cottonseed,  cotton  products,  and 
other  vegetable  fibers  and  related  com¬ 
modities  as  authorized  by  Cotton  futures 
provisions  of  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954,  U.  S.  Cotton  Standards  Act,  as 
amended.  Cotton  Statistics  and  Esti¬ 
mates  Act,  as  amended.  Section  32  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  August 
24,  1935,  as  amended.  Agricultural 

Marketing  Act  of  1946,  as  amended,  and 
other  authorities,  and 

(2)  Executing  assigned  civil  defense 
and  defense  mobilization  activities. 

(b)  Dairy  Division.  The  Dairy  Divi¬ 
sion  is  responsible  for: 

(1)  Planning  and  administering 
marketing  services  (market  news,  stand¬ 
ardization,  inspection,  and  grading), 
marketing  agreements  and  orders,  sur¬ 
plus  removal,  expansion  of  market  out¬ 
lets,  and  related  programs  for  milk  and 
dairy  products  as  authorized  by  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937^  as  amended,  section  32  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  August 
24,  1935,  as  amended.  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Act  of  1946,  as  amended,  and  other 
authorities. 

(2)  Directing  market  news  services  on 
poultry  and  poultry  products,  and 
domestic  rabbits,  and 

(3)  Executing  assigned  civil  defense 
and  defense  mobilization  activities. 

(c)  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division.  The 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division  is  responsi¬ 
ble  for: 

(1)  Planning  and  administering  mar¬ 
keting  services  (market  news,  standard¬ 
ization.  inspection,  and  grading),  mar¬ 
keting  agreements  and  orders,  marketing 
regulatory,  surplus  removal,  expansion 
of  market  outlets,  and  relat^  programs 
for  fruits  and  vegetables,  their  products 
and  other  assigned  commodities  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Standard  Container  Acts 
of  1916  and  1928,  as  amended.  Produce 
Agency  Act,  as  amended.  Perishable 
Agricultural  Commodities  Act,  1930,  as 
amended.  Export  Apple  and  Pear  Act, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended,  section  32  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  August 
24,  1935,  as  amended,  section  8e  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1933,  as 
added  August  28.  1954,  and  amended. 
Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946,  as 
amended,  and  other  authorities,  and 

(2)  Executing  assigned  civil  defense 
and  defense  mobilization  activities. 

(d)  Grain  Division.  The  Grain  Divi¬ 
sion  is  responsible  for 

(1)  Planning  and  administering  mar¬ 
keting  services  (market  news,  standard¬ 
ization,  inspection,  grading,  and  testing) , 
marketing  regulatory,  surplus  removal, 
expansion  of  market  outlets,  and  related 
programs  for  grain,  grain  products, 
seeds,  beans,  peas,  rice,  hay  and  related 
commodities  as  authorized  by  the  U.  8. 
Grain  Standards  Act,  as  amended. 
Federal  Seed  Act,  as  amended,  section 
32  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
August  24^  1935,  as  amended,  Agricul»> 
tural  Marketing  Act  of  1946,  as  amended, 
and  other  authorities. 


(2)  Planning  and  administering  mar. 
ket  news  services  on  molasses  and  sugar 
cane.syrups,  and 

(3)  Executing  assigned  civil  defense 
and  defense  mobilization  activities. 

(e)  Livestock  Division.  The  Liv^tock 
Division  is  responsible  for: 

(1)  Planning  and  administering  mar. 
keting  services  (market  news,  standard, 
ization,  and  grading),  marketing  regu- 
latory,  surplus  removal,  expansion  of 
market  outlets,  and  related  nrograum 
for  livestock,  meat,  meat  products,  wool, 
mohair,  and  related  commodities  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act, 
1921,  as  amended.  Wool  Standards  Act’, 
Section  32  of  the  Agricultural  AdjusU 
ment  Act  of  August  24, 1935,  as  amende^ 
Agricultural  Marketiiig  Act  of  1946,  as 
amended,  and  other  authorities,  and 

(2)  Executing  assigned  dfVil  defense 
and  defense  mobilization  activities. 

(f)  Poultry  Division.  The  Poultry 
Division  is  responsible  for: 

(1)  Planning  and  administering  mar¬ 
keting  services  (standardization,  inspec¬ 
tion,  and  grading),  surplus  removal,  ex¬ 
pansion  of  market  outlets,  and  related 
programs  for  poultry,  poultry  products, 
domestic  rabbits,  and  related  commodi¬ 
ties  as  authorized  by  Section  32  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  August 
24,  1935,  as  amended.  Agricultural  Mar- 
keting  Act  of  1946,  as  amended,  and 
other  authorities, 

(2)  Formulating  policies  for  market 
news  service  on  poultry  and  poultry 
products,  and  domestic  rabbits,  which 
are  administered  by  the  Dairy  Division, 
and 

(3)  Executing  assigned  civil  defense 
and  defense  mobilization  activities.* 

(g)  Tobacco  Division.  The  Tobacco 
Division  is  responsible  for: 

(1)  Planning  and  administering  mar¬ 

keting  services  (market  news,  standard¬ 
ization,  inspection,  and  grading), 
marketing  agreements  and  orders,  mar¬ 
keting  regulatory,  surplus  removal  i 
expansion  of  market  outlets,  and  related 
programs  for  tobacco,  tobacco  products 
and  by-products,  naval  stores,  and  re¬ 
lated  commodities  as  authorized  by  To¬ 
bacco  Stocks  and  Standards  Act  of  1929, 
as  amended.  Tobacco  Inspection  Act,  as 
amended.  Tobacco  Plant  and  Seed  Ex¬ 
portation  Act,  Naval  Stores  Act,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  rf 
1937,  as  amended,  section  32  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  August 
24,  1935,  as  amended,  and  otha 

authoritibs,  and 

(2)  Executing  assigned  civil  defense 
and  defense  mobilization  activities, 

(h)  Food  Distribution  Division.  The 
Food  Distribution  Division  is  responsible 
for: 

(1)  Planning  and  administering  food 
distribution  programs  including  schwl 
lunch,  special  school  milk,  direct  dis¬ 
tribution,  food  trades,  food  preservation, 
and  related  programs  as  authorized  by 
National  School  Limch  Act,  as  amended, 
section  32  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  August  24, 1935,  as  amended, 
sections  201  (c)  and  416  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  and  other 
authorities,  and 

(2)  Executing  civil  defense  and  de¬ 
fense  mobilization  activities  which  iu* 
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elude  acting  as  food  claimant  for  U.  S. 
civilians,  and  working  with  the  Federal 
Civil  Defense  Administration  on  prob- 
jenis  of  emergency  food  supply  and 

distribution. 

(i)  Special  Services  Division.  The 
Special  Services  Division  is  responsible 
for: 

(1)  Administering  the  U.  S.  Ware¬ 
house  Act,  as  amended. 

(2)  Administering  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  201  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  Section  203  (j)  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946,  and  cer¬ 
tain  related  authorities  covering  ad¬ 
justment  in  freight  rates  and  services 
for  agricultural  products  and  farm 
supplies. 

(3)  Acting  for,  or  assisting  on  assign¬ 
ment  from,  the  Office  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  in  directing  and  coordinating  the 
planning  activities  and  operations  as¬ 
signed  AMS  with  respect  to  civil  defense 
and  defense  mobilization,  and 

(4)  ’Executing  other  marketing  serv¬ 
ices  programs  and  activities  as  assigned. 

Sec.  6.  Management  Services.  The 
Administrative  Services,  Budget  and  Fi¬ 
nance,  and  Personnel  Divisions,  and  the 
Area  Administrative  Divisions,  imder  the 
direction  and  supervision  of  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Administrator  for  Management  are 
responsible  as  follows: 

(a)  Administrative  Services  Division. 
The  Administrative  Services  Division  is 
responsible  for: 

(1)  Planning  and  administering  pro¬ 
curement,  real  and  personal  property, 
records,  communications,  procedure, 
forms,  and  related  management  services 
programs  necessary  to  meet  require¬ 
ments  of  the  over-all  programs  and  ac¬ 
tivities  of  AMS,  and 

(2)  Approving,  for  administrative 
feasibility  and  for  conformance  with 
governing  rules  and  regulations,  coop¬ 
erative  agreements  and  related  docu¬ 
ments,  and  contracts  for  research  work 
under  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Act 
of  1946,  as  amended. 

(b)  Budget  and  Finance  Division.  The 
Budget  and  Finance  Division  is  responsi¬ 
ble  for: 

(1)  Planning  and  administering  the 
budget,  fiscal,  and  related  financial  pro¬ 
grams  necessary  to  meet  requirements 
of  the  over-all  programs  and  activities  of 
AMS, 

(2)  Developing  and  assisting  in  estab¬ 
lishing  required  controls  with  respect  to 
apportionments,  obligations,  and  ex¬ 
penditures  of  available  funds,  and 

(3)  Developing,  installing  and  revising 
accounting  systems,  methods  and  pro¬ 
cedures  for  market  administrators  and 
control  committees  operating  under  mar¬ 
keting  agreements  and  orders. 

(c)  Personnel  Division.  The  Person¬ 
nel  Division  is  responsible  for  planning 
and  administering  the  organization, 
classification,  wages  and  salary,  employ¬ 
ment,  employee  relations,  training,  safe¬ 
ty,  and  health  phases  of  a  personnel  pro- 
8ram  to  meet  requirements  of  the 
over-all  programs  and  activities  of  AMS. 

(d)  Area  Administrative  Divisions. 
Area  Administrative  Divisions  are  re- 
*Ponsible  for  planning  and  carrying  out 
ndnainistrative  services,  budget,  fiscal, 
mid  personnel  management,  and  related 
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programs  or  activities  affected  hereby, 
and  previous  delegations  of  authority 
with  respect  to  such  programs  or  swtivi- 
ties  shall  remain  in  effect  except  as  they 
are  inconsistent  herewith  or  are  here¬ 
after  amended  or  revoked  under  proper 
authority;  and  nothing  herein  shall  af¬ 
fect  the  validity  of  anything  heretofore 
done  under  previous  delegations  of  au¬ 
thority  or  assignment  of  functions.  The 
delegations  and  authorizations  pre¬ 
scribed  herein  to  Divisions  and  Offices  of 
AMS  are  subject  to  such  delegations  and 
authorizations  as  are  granted  by  the 
AMS  instructions  and  otherwise. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  4th 
day  of  March,  1957  to  become  effective 
March  4, 1957. 

[seal]  Oris  V.  Wells, 

Administrator. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  57-1745;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 
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Office  of  the  Secretary 

Nebraska 

disaster  assistance;  delineation  of 

DROUGHT  AREA 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  875,  81st  Con¬ 
gress,  the  President  determined  on  July 
19,  1956,  that  a  major  disaster  occa¬ 
sioned  by  drought  existed  in  the  State  of 
Nebraska. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator,  Federal  Civil 
Defense  Administration  (18  F.  R.  4609; 
19  F.  R.  2148, 5364) .  and  for  the  purposes 
of  section  2  (d)  of  Public  Law  38,  81st 
Congress,  as  amended  by  Public  Law  115, 
83d  Congress,  and  section  301  of  Public 
Law  480,  83d  Congress,  the  following 
counties  were  determine  on  February 
21,  1957,  to  be  affected  by  the  above- 
mentioned  major  disaster. 

^Nebraska 

Pierce. 

Wayne. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  1st  day 
of  March  1957. 

[seal]  ‘  True  D.  Morse, 
Under  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1723:  Piled.  Mar.  6.  1957; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Federal  Maritime  Board 

American  President  Lines,  Ltd.,  et  al. 

NOTICE  OF  agreement  FILED  FOR  APPROVAL 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Board  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  "Shipping  Act,  1916  (39 
Stat.  733, 46  U.  S.  C.  814) : 

Agreement  No.  8061-1,  between  Amer¬ 
ican  President  lines.  Ltd.,  Lykes  Bros. 
Steamship  Company,  Inc.,  Mitsui  Steam¬ 
ship  Company,  Ltd.,  Prince  Line,  Ltd.,  N. 
V.  Stoomvaart  Maatschappij  “Neder¬ 
land",  Koninklyke  Rotterdamsche  lioyd, 
N.  V.,  N.  V.  Nederlandsch-Amerikaansche 
Stoomvaart  Maatschappij  “Holland- 
Amerika  Lijn",  the  carriers  comprising 


Barber  Pem-Ville  Lines,  Blue  Funnel 
Line.  Hoegh  Line,  and  A.  P.  Moller- 
Maersk  Line  joint  services.  Isthmian 
Lines.  Inc.,  and  Tri-Coast  Steamship 
Company  (formerly  Isthmian  Steamship 
Company),  modifying  approved  Agree¬ 
ment  No.  8061  to  record  Isthmian  Lines, 
Inc.,  as  a  party  in  place  of  Isthmian 
Steamship  Company  (now  Tri-Coast 
Steamship  Company).  Agreement  No. 
8061  covers  an  arrangement  fot  the  ap¬ 
portionment  of  the  carriage  of  all  rubber 
originating  in  Siam  (excluding  Bangkok 
local  rubber)  destined  to  the  United 
States  Atlantic  and  Gulf  ports,  whether 
'loaded  direct  at  Siam  ports  or  tran¬ 
shipped  by  road,  rail  or  otherwise,  to 
vessels  of  the  carriers  at  ports  in  Malaya, 
Kohsichang  or  Bangkok. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Regulation  Office,  Federal  Maritime 
Board,  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  may  sub¬ 
mit.  within  20  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  writ¬ 
ten  statements  with  reference  to  the 
agreement  and  their  position  as  to  ap¬ 
proval,  disapproval,  or  modification,  to¬ 
gether  with 'request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  March  4, 1957. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board.  ' 

Geo.  a.  Viehmann, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57^1724;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
-XOMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  11288  etc.;  PCC  57-190] 
Ponce  de  Leon  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc., 

*  ET  AL.  ' 

MEMORANDUM  OPINION  AND  ORDER  AMENDING 
ISSUES 

In  re  applications  of  Ponce  de  Leon 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  of  Puerto  Rico, 
Mayaguez,  Puerto  Rico,  Docket  No. 
11288,  Pile  No.  BPC!T-1906;  Sucesion 
Luis  Pirallo-Castellanos,  Mayaguez, 
Puerto  Rico,  Docket  No.  11811,  File  No. 
BPCT-2158 ;  Department  of  Education  of 
Puerto  Rico,  Mayaguez,  Puerto  Rico, 
Docket  No.  11812,  Pile  No.  BPCT-2159; 
for  construction  permits  for  new  televi¬ 
sion  stations. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  (Da  petition  filed  on  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1956  by  Department  of  Educa¬ 
tion  of  Puerto  Rico  requesting  enlarge¬ 
ment  of  issues  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding,  (2)  oppositions  to  the  said 
petition  filed  by  Ponce  de  Leon  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Inc.  of  Puerto  Rico,  Sucesion 
Luis  Pirallo-Castellanos,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Broadcast  Bureau,  and  (3)  re¬ 
plies  to  the  Oppositions  filed  by  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Education  of  Puerto  Rico. 

2.  By  order  released  on  September  11, 
1956,  the  Commission  designated  the 
above-entitled  applications  for  hearing 
in  a  comparative  proceeding  on  issues 
specified  therein,  which  included  inter 
alia,  the  standard  comparative  issue. 
Petitioner  here  requests  enlargement  of 
this  issue  to  include  as  subparagraph  (d) 


the  following:  The  areas  and  populatiooi 
to  be  served  by  the  stations  proposed  bj 
the  applicants  herein. 

Enlargement  is  also  requested  to  in. 
elude  the  following  new  issues: 

(a)  To  determine  whether  a  grant  to 
Sucesion  Luis  Pirallo-Castellanos  of  au. 
thority  to  maintain  main  audios  outside 
Mayaguez  would  be  consistent  with  the 
provisions  of  S  3.613  of  the  Commission’s 
rules. 

(b)  To  determine  whether  Suceska 
Luis  Pirallo-Castellanos  is  financially 
qualified  to  construct  and  operate  a  tele- 
vision  station  in  Mayaguez  as  proposed 
by  this  applicant. 

(c)  To  determine  whether  the  pro¬ 
posal  of  Sucesion  Luis  Pirallo-Cas- 
tellanos  will  have  an  adverse  effect  upon 
the  operation  of  Station  WAEL  (AM) 
and.  if  so,  the  nature  and  extent  thereof 
and  whether,  in  the  light  thereof,  the 
Sucesion  application  should  be  granted 

3.  The  request  for  inclusion  .of  an 
issue  relative  to  the  studio  proposal  of 
Sucesion  is  predicated  solely  on  the 
fact  that  the  proposed  location  is  0.4 
mile  from  the  city  limits  and  accordingly 
a  waiver  of  §  3.613  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  has  been  requested.  The  proposed 
studios  of  the  applicants  may,  under  the 
present  issues,  be  a  matter  of  compara¬ 
tive  consideration  in  this  proceeding. 
Accordingly,  petitioner  may  now  intro¬ 
duce  any  probative  evidence  available 
relative  to  the  adequacy,  accessibility  or 
other  matters  which  would  demonstrate 
that  Sucesion’s  studio  proposal  is  not 
consistent  with  the  operation  of  its  pro¬ 
posed  station  in  the  public  interest.  No 
useful  purpose  would  therefore  be  served 
by  inclusion  of  such  issue. 

4.  The  request  for  inclusion  of  an  issue 
as  to  the  effect  upon  the  operation  of 
Station  WAEL  (AM)  is  based  on  the  fact 
that  the  Commission  has  stated  that,  in 
the  evefit  of  a  grant 'of  the  Sucesion  ap¬ 
plication,  it  will  be  subject  to  the  c<m- 
dition  that  the  construction  authorised  i 
shall  have.no  adverse  effect  upon  the 
operation  of  Station  WAEL.  Petitions 
contends  that  the  Commission  being  of 
the  view  that  such  condition  is  neces¬ 
sary,  there  is  every  reason  to  include  an 
issue  to  determine  whether  such  effects 
will  occur  and,  if  so,  the  extent  thereof 
and  whether  Sucesion  is  willing  to  take 
steps  to  correct  them.  Petitioner  how¬ 
ever  ignores  the  fact  that  Sucesion  has 
stated  it  will  accept  a  grant  subject  to 
such  condition.  The  Commission  is 
aware,  as  pointed  out  in  Sucesion’s 
opposition,  that  a  number  of  television 
installations  involving  more  critical  en¬ 
gineering  considerations  in  relation  to 
existing  AM  stations  are  in  operation 
than  that  here  involved.  At  the  time  of 
determining  Sucesion’s  technical  qualifi¬ 
cations  it  was  determined  that,  provided 
proper  steps  were  taken  in  installation 
of  the  proposed  television  station,  the 
operation  of  Station  WAEL  would  re¬ 
main  .unaffected.  The  proposed  condi¬ 
tion  therefore  is  only  to  give  assurance 
of  such  installation  by  incorporating  it 
as  a  part  of  the  construction  permit 
that  would  issue.  It  should  be  further 
noted  that  the  WAEL  antenna  site  is  to 
fact  located  at  a  site  3.2  miles  from  the 
site  proposed  by  Sucesion.  It  was  the 
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adjacent  site  to  Sucesion’s  proposal  orig- 
jnally  specified  by  WAEL  that  led  the 
Commission  to  adopt  this  condition. 
Petitioner  has  made  no  effort  to  demon¬ 
strate  that  it  could  produce  probative 
evidence  which  would  in  any  manner 
place  in  question  our  determination  as 
to  Sucesion’s  technical  qualifications. 
No  useful  purpose  would  therefore  be 
served  by  inclusion  of  such  issue. 

5.  Petitioner  also  asserts  that  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  Sucesion,  on  its  face,  demon¬ 
strates  that  this  applicant  is  not 
financially  qualified.  It  is  therefore 
requested  that  its  financial  qualifications 
be  placed  in  issue.  Petitioner  concedes 
that  Sucesion  will  have  cash  available  in 
the  amount  of  $148,900.  Total  cash  re¬ 
quirements  fpr  the  first  year  would,  as 
a  maximum,  be  slightly  imder  $220,000. 
Without  regard  to  estimated  revenues, 
Sucesion  shows  that  it  has,  in  addition 
to  the  said  sum  of  $148,900  the  follow¬ 
ing  assets:  loans  and  mortgages  of 
approximately  $50,000;  unmortgaged 
real  estate  valued  at  $37,000;  and  stocks 
valued  at  $73,960  which  valuation  was 
accepted  in  1952  by  the  Puerto  Rico  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  estate  tax  purposes.  Of  the 
$229,000  total  maximum  cash  require¬ 
ments  however,  only  $172,708  would  be 
required  for  Sucesion  to  build  its  station 
and  operate  for  an  initial  period  before 
revenues  could  be  expected.  Thus  from 
the  above  additional  assets  totaling 
$160,960  Sucesion  would  need  only 
approximately  $24,000  for  construction 
and  initial  operation. 

6.  Petitioner  contends  however,  that 
consideration  cannot  be  given  to  the 
above  additional  assets  of  $160,960  as 
there  has  been  no  definite  showing  as 
to  the  exact  amount  receivable  from  the 
said  mortgages  and  loans  or  that  any  of 
them  would  be  due  or  callable;  that  the 
method  of  valuation  of  the  $37,000  in 
real  estate  has  not  been  shown  and  that 
it  has  not  been  shown  that  funds  could 
be  realized  from  the  said  stocks.  Peti¬ 
tioner  further  contends  that  the 
Mayaguez  market  will  not  support  a 
commercial  television  operations  as  the 
station  presently  operating  in  that  city 
is  virtually  nothing  more  than  a  satellite 
of  a  San  Juan  station.  It  is  therefore 
asserted  that  Sucesion  cannot  expect 
any  substantial  revenues  after  com¬ 
mencement  of  operations.  No  other  facts 
are  set  forth  in  support  of  this 
contention. 

7.  As  petitioner  is  aware,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  required  the  submission  of  addition¬ 
al  evidence  by  Sucesion  as  to  its  financial 
qualifications  prior  to  passing  thereon. 
Upon  the  basis  of  the  identical  facts 
here  submitted,  it  was  found  to  be 
financially  qualified.  Nothing  new  has 
here  been  submitted  other  than  an  un- 
aupported  assertion  that  the  Mayaguez 
area  will  not  support  a  commercial  tele¬ 
vision  operation.  Upon  review  of  the 
financial  showing  of  Sucesion  we  there- 
lore  adhere  to  our  previous  determina¬ 
tion  that  it  has  shown  itself  to  be 
fiiiancially  qualified  to  construct  and 
operate  its  proposed  station.  The  re¬ 
quest  for  inclusion  of  an  issue  relative 
to  its  financial  qualifications  will  accord- 
higly  be  denied. 
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8.  In  support  of  the  request  for  en¬ 
largement  of  issue  to  permit  a  showing 
of  comparative  coverage,  petitioner  sets 
forth  that  its  proposed  station  would 
operate  with  five  times  the  power  pro¬ 
posed  by  Ponce  de  Leon  Broadcasting 
Co.,  would  have  a  higher  antenna  height 
and  that  virtually  identical  transmitter 
sites  are  proposed.  The  differences  in 
computed  Grade  A  and  Grade  B  contours 
are  also  set  forth.  Petitioner  further 
states  that  it  is  prepared  to  introduce 
measurements  .on  other  television  sta¬ 
tions  in  areas  of  comparable  terrain 
which  will  establish  that  there  are  sub¬ 
stantial  differences  in  the  populations 
which  would  actually  receive  service  from 
the  proposed  stations.  A  number  of 
these  measurements  were  submitted  as 
exhibits. 

9.  Ponce  de  Leon  Broadcasting  Co. 'and 
Sucesion  oppose  inclusion  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  coverage  issue  on  the  groimd  that 
petitioner  has  not  made  a  preliminary 
showing  that  it  will  be  able  to  offer  proof 
of  more  than  tenuous  validity  which 
would  overcome  or  account  for  the  vari¬ 
ous  error  factors  arising  as  result  of  the 
rough  terrain  involved.  Ponce  requests, 
however,  that  if  such  issue  be  included, 
the  issues  be  further  enlarged  to  include 
an  overlap  issue  as  to  the  Department’s 
proposed  station  and  its  Station  WIPR 
(formerly  WU'TV)  at  San  Juan,  Puerto 
Rico.  In  support  of  this  request  an  en¬ 
gineering  showing  was  made  demon¬ 
strating  that  under  computed  contours, 
there  would  be  overlap  of  the  Grade  B 
contours  of  Station  WIPR  and  petition¬ 
er’s  proposed  station.  There  would  also 
be  a  very  slight  area  of  overlap  between 
the  Grade  A  contour  of  Station  WIPR 
and  the  Grade  B  contour  of  petitioner’s 
proposal. 

10.  Our  position  with  reference  to 
comparative  coverage  as  a  decisional 
factor  in  comparative  television  pro¬ 
ceedings  has  frequently  been  set  forth 
and  need  not  here  be  repeated.  In  Louis 
Wasmer,  9  RR  713;  Petersburg  Televi¬ 
sion  Corporation,  10  RR  537;  In  Mid¬ 
western  Broadcasting  Co.,  13  RR  613. 
We  have  not  foreclosed  consideration  of 
coverage  differences.  We  have  however 
required  that  petitioners  make  a  pre¬ 
liminary  showing  that  they  will  be  able 
to  offer  proof  which  may  overcome  or 
account  for  the  various  error  factors  or 
that  they  will  be  able,  by  any  means,  to 
substantiate  the  accuracy  of  the  coverage 
data  to  be  introduced.  In  Appalachian 
Broadcasting  Corp.  et  al.,  22  FCC  Reports 
43,  55,  we  stated  that  our  action  there  in 
no  manner  indicated  any  change  in  our 
views  expressed  In  re  Louis  Wasmer,  9 
RR  713,  relative  to  predictions  as  to  the 
precise  location  of  field  intensity  con¬ 
tours  of  television  stations.  Neither  is 
our  action  here  to  be  so  construed.  We 
do  believe  however  that  petitioner  has 
made  a  preliminary  showing  that  it  will 
be  able  to  offer  proof  which  may  over¬ 
come  or  account  for  the  various  error 
factors  and  we  therefore  should  afford 
the  opportunity  to  do  so  for  this  limited 
purpose.  The  request  for  enlargement 
of  issues  to  permit  such  showing  will 
therefore  be  granted.  We  are  in  no  way 
here  determining  the  validity  of  the 


evidence  which  may  thus  be  shown  as  a 
factor  for  comparative  consideration. 

11.  No  useful  purpose  however  would 
be  served  by  granting  the  request  of 
Ponce  to  include  an  overlap  issue  as  to 
petitioner’s  station  and  Station  WIPR. 
The  Department  of  Education  of  Puerto 
Rico  here  proposes  to  operate  a  non¬ 
commercial  educational  television  sta¬ 
tion,  although  the  channel  involved  is 
also  available  for  commercial  use.  Its 
Station  WIPR  is  a  non-commercial  edu¬ 
cational  station.  Section  3.636  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  relative  to  multiple 
ownership  is  specifically  stated  not  to  be 
applicable  to  non-commercial  educa¬ 
tional  stations.  Accordingly  the  opera¬ 
tion  proposed  herein  by  Department 
could  in  no  manner  be  deemed  to  be  in 
possible  violation  of  this  section  of  our 
rul6s.  We  were  of  the  view  that  ex,emp- 
tion  of  non-commercial  educational  sta¬ 
tions  from  this  provision  of  our  rules 
was  in  the  public  interest  at  the  time  of 
its  adoption.  Nothing  has  here  been  pre¬ 
sented  which  would  indicate,  without  re¬ 
gard  to  the  limited  extent  of  such  over¬ 
lap.  that  consideration  should  be  given 
it  in  this  proceeding  as  a  factor  adverse 
to  grant  of  Department’s  application. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
said  petition  of  Department  of  Education 
of  Puerto  Rico  for  enlargement  of  is¬ 
sues  is  granted  to  the  extent  that  en¬ 
largement  of  issues  is  requested  to  permit 
a  showing  of  comparative  coverage  and 
is  denied  in  all  other  respects  and  that 
the  contingent  request  of  Ponce  de  Leon 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  for  enlargement 
of  issues  as  requested  in  its  opposition 
to  the  said  petition  is  denied. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  issue  3  set 
forth  in  the  Commission’s  order  released 
on  September  11,  1956  (adopted  on  Sep¬ 
tember  5,  1956)  designating  the  above- 
entitled  applications  for  hearing  in  a 
comparative  proceeding,  is  amended  to 
include  as  part  (d)  the  following:  The 
areas  and  populations  to  be  served  by 
the  stations  proposed  by  the  applicants 
herein. 

Adopted:  February  27,  1957. 

Released:  March  4,  1957. 

Federal  CoMMxmicAnoNS 
Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-1738;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  11621,  11892;  FCC  57M-1711 

Las  Vegas  Broadcasters,  Inc.  (KLAS), 
AND  Palm  Springs  Broadcasting  Corp. 
(KCMJ) 

ORDER  CONTINUING  HEARING  CONFERENCE 

In  re  applications  of  Las  Vegas  Broad¬ 
casters,  Inc.  (KLAS) ,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada, 
Docket  No.  11621,  File  No.  BP-8528; 
Palm  Springs  Broadcasting  Corporation 
(KCMJ).  Palm  Springs,  California, 
Docket  No.  11892,  File  No.  BP-10359;  for 
construction  permits. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  imder 
consideration  a  joint  motion,  filed  on  be¬ 
half  of  Palm  Springs  Broadcasting  Cor- 
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NOTICES 


poration  and  Las  Vegas  Broadcasters. 
Inc.,  applicants  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding,  requesting  that  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  therein  now  sched¬ 
uled  to  be  held  on  March  1, 1957,  be  con¬ 
tinued  for  a  periwl  of  thirty  days;  and 
It  appearing  that  sufficient  *‘good 
cause**  has  been  set  forth  in  the  said 
petition  to  warrant  a  grant  of  the  relief 
requested  therein;  and  that  coiinsel  for 
the  Chief  of  the  Cominission*s  Broad¬ 
cast  Bureau  has  consented  to  immediate 
favorable  action  thereon; 

It  is  ordered.  This  28th  day  of  Febru¬ 
ary,  1957,  that  the  above  petition  be,  and 
it  is  hereby,  granted,  and  that  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding  is  hereby  continued  imtil 
10:00  o’clock  a.  m.,  on  Friday,  March 
29. 1957,  in  the  offices  of  this  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Federal  ComcirmcATiONS 
ComnssiON, 

[seal]  Mart  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-1739;  Filed,  Mar.  6.  1957; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


(Docket  No.  11786  etc.;  FCC  57M-165] 

West  Shore  Broadcasting  Co.  et  al. 

ORDER  CONTINVING  HEARING 

In  re  applications  of  SamUel  Babbit, 
Saul  Dresn6r,  Leonard  Wechsler,  Alfred 
Dresner,  Fred  Schottland  and  Robert 
Oessner,  d/b  as  West  Shore  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company,  Beacon,  New  York,  Docket 
No.  11786,  FUe  No.  BP-9821  ;-The  West- 
port  Broadcasting  Company.  Westport, 
Connecticut,  Docket  No.  11787,  File  No. 
BP-9972;  James  W.  Miller,  Milford.  Con¬ 
necticut,  Docket  No.  11788,  File  No.  BP- 
10500;  for  construction  permits. 

The  Hearing  Ebcaminer  having  under 
consideration  a  “motion  for  continu¬ 
ance’’  filed  by  counsel  for  The  Westport 
Broadcasting  Company  today; 

It  appearing  that  counsel  for  the  other 
two  applicants  and  the  Broadcast  Bureau 
have  no  objection  to  the  relief  requested 
in  the  motion; 

It  is  ordered.  This  27th  day  of  Febru¬ 
ary  1957,  that  the  motion  is  granted,  and 
that: 

(1)  The  date  for  the  exchange  of  data 
among  the  engineers  (Tr.  17)  is  extended 
from  February  26,  1957  to  March  26. 
1957. 

(2)  The  date  for,  the  informal  engi¬ 
neering  conference  (Tr.  17)  is  continued 
from  March  13,  1957  to  April  12,  1957. 

(3)  The  date  for  the  exchange  of  af¬ 
firmative  written  cases  is  extended  from 
March  25,  1957  to  April  25,  1957. 

(4)  The  date  for  the  further  confer¬ 
ence  is  continued  from  April  3,  1957  to 
May  3, 1957. 

(5)  The  date  for  the  beginning  of  the 
evidentiary  hearing  is  continued  from 
April  22,  1957  to  May  22,  1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  57-1740;  Piled,  Mar.  6.  1957; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


(Docket  No.  11866] 

Allocation  cff  Certain  Frequencies 
NOTICE  OF  hearing  PROCEbURES 

In  the  matter  of  allocation  of  frequen¬ 
cies  in  the  bands  above  890  Me;  Docket 
No.  11866. 

.  As  indicated  in  the  Preliminary  No¬ 
tice  of  Hearing,  released  on  November 
9.  1956,  the  Commission  intends  to  con¬ 
duct  a  fact  finding  hearing  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  concerning  service  allocation 
needs  in  that  portion  of  the  spectrum 
above  890  Me.  In  response  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  notice,  more  than  150  parties 
have  filed  notices  of  intention  to  appear 
and  present  evidence  at  such  hearing. 

The  Commission  is,  of  course,  desirous 
of  receiving  in  evidence  all  testimony 
which  will  be  of  assistance  in  resolving 
the  various  issues  which  have  been  des¬ 
ignated.  However,  the  Commission 
wishes  to  avoid  prolonging  the  hearing 
unduly  and  to  prevent,  insofar  as  is 
possible,  the  introduction  of  evidence 
which  will  be  merely  repetitious  or  cum¬ 
ulative.  In  order  to  accomplish  Uiis 
purpose  the  procedure  set  forth  below 
will  be  followed. 

All  persons  desiring  to  appear  and  pre¬ 
sent  evidence  at  the  fact  finding  hearing 
shall  submit  on  or  before  March  29, 1957, 
the  name  of  each  proposed  witness  and  a 
detailed  statement  setting  forth  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  the  evidence,  both  oral  and 
written,  that  each  such  witness  proposes 
to  present.  The  Commission  wishes  to 
emphasize  that  witnesses  will  not  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  testify  concerning  matters  not 
included  in  these  statements  unless  ex¬ 
pressly  requested  by  the  Commission  to 
do  so. 

Initially  these  statements  will  be  for 
the  use  of  the  Commission  counsel  only 
and  will  not  be  made  available  to  other 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  An  original 
and  four  copies  of  each  such  statement 
should  be  served  on  the  (general  Counsel 
of  the  Commission,  and  each  should  be 
plainly  entitled  “Statement  of  Proposed 
Evidence  for  Docket  No.  11866.” 

Based  upon  these  statements  it  will  be 
determined  whifeh  witnesses  will  be  in¬ 
vited  to  testify  and  what  testimony  and 
exhibits  they  will  be  asked  to  present. 
The  Commission  wishes  to  urge  that, 
wherever  possible,  all  members  of  an  in¬ 
dustry  group  or  association  be  repre¬ 
sented  by  an  industry  spokesman  or 
spokesmen.  When  an  industry  is  to  be 
represented  by  an  industry  spokesman, 
any  member  of  that  industry  group  who 
desires  to  present  his  own  witnesses  will 
be  required  to  show  in  detail  the  reasons 
why  such  additional  representation  is 
necessary,  and  what  the  additional 
evidence  will  be. 

As  soon  as  practicable  after  March  29, 
1957,  the  Commission  will  issue  a  notice 
designating  a  firm  hearing  date.  A  list 
of  the  witnesses  selected  to  testify  setting 
forth  the  approximate  date  on  which 
they  may  expect  to  appear  will  also  be 
issued.  All  such  witnesses  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  submit  copies  of  the  actual 
testimony  and  exhibits  they  will  present 
at  the  hearing  prior  to  the  date  on  which 
they  are  scheduled  to  appear.  Details 


concerning  such  submissions  will 
specified  in  a  subsequent  notice. 

All  parties  participating  in  the  hearing 
will  be  given  an  opportunity  to  subi^ 
to  Commission  coimsel  suggested  ques. 
tions  which  they  desire  to  be  asked  of 
any  of  the  witnesses  at  the  hearing. 
However,  the  selection  of  questions  and 
all  of  the  questioning,  will  be  by  the  Com- 
nfission  and  Commission  counsel.  After 
all  the  evidence  l]as  been  presented  the 
Commission  will  determine  what  further 
proceedings,  if  any,  will  be  held  in  t^ 
docket. 

Dated:  February  28, 1957. 

Released:  March  1. 1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[SEAL]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  57-1741;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  11915, 11916;  FCC  57M-167] 
John  S.  Chavez  et  al. 
order  scheduling  prehearing  conferinci 

In  re  applications  of  John  S.  Chaves, 
Raul  O.  Amaya.  Guadalupe  Caballero, 
Salvador  Villareal  and  Gabriel  S.  Chavez, 
Ysleta,  Texas.  Docket  No.  11915,  File 
BP-10639;  Robert  L.  Howsam,  El  Paso, 
Texas.  Docket  No.  11916,  File  No. 
BP-10681;  for  construction  permits. 

It  is  ordered.  This  28th  day  of  February 
1957,  that  a  prehearing  conference  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  will  be  held 
in  the  Offices  of  the  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  on  Monday,  March  11, 1957, 
commencing,  at  10:00  a.  m. 

Released:  March^l,  1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[SEAL]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  57-1742;  Piled.  Mar.  6.  1957; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  11927;  FCC  57M-1701 

Q  Broadcasting  Co. 

ORDER  continuing  HEARING 

In  re  application  of  Q  BroadcastiiKl 
Company,  Phoenix,  Arizona,  docket  No. 
11927,  file  No.  BP-10178;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permit. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  motion  filed  on  Feteu- 
ary  28,  1957  by  counsel  for  John  Poole 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.,  requesting 
a  continuance  of  the  date  on  which  the 
hearing  in  the  above-entitled  matter  is 
to  be  held,  from  March  4,  1957  to  March  \ 
15,  1957;  and 

It  appearing  that  negotiations  are  be-  - 
ing  held  among  the  principals  and  their 
attorneys  which,  if  consummated,  will 
result  in  the  disposition  of  these  pro¬ 
ceedings  without  the  necessity  of  » 
formal  hearing;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  all  parties 
have  agreed  to  the  above-requested  con- 
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Thursday,  March  7,  1957 

tinuance  and  have  waived  the  require¬ 
ments  of  §  1.745  of  the  Commission's 
-  rules: 

It  is  ordered.  This  28th  day  of  Febru¬ 
ary  1957,  that  the  hearing  in  the  above- 
entitled  matter  now  scheduled  for  March 

4, 1957,  is  continued  to  March  15, 1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

^  [SEAL]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

rp.  R.  Doc.  57-1743;  Piled,  Mar.  6.  1957; 
8:55  a.  m.l 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  G-12118] 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co. 

ORDER  SUSPENDING  PROPOSED  REVISED 
TARIFF  SHEETS  AND  PROVIDING  FOR 
HEARING 

March  1,  1957. 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Company 
(Arkansas  Louisiana)  on  February  1, 
1957,  tendered  for  filing  Third  Revised 
6hee+  No.  60  to  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Orig¬ 
inal  /olume  No.  2,  proposing  an  increase 
ji  rates  of  $8,300  annually  for  sales  of 
residue  gas  in  Ruston  Field,  Louisiana, 
to  Southwest  Gas  Producing  Company, 
Inc.,  (Southwest)  imder  Rate  Schedule 
XPS-3.  The  proposed  increase  is  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  the  increased  rates  of  $8,300  in 
effect  under  the  same  rate  schedule, 
subject  to  refund  In  Docket  No.  G-11431. 

The  proposed  increase  is  based  on  a. 
contract  escalation  provision  providing 
that  Arkansas  Louisiana  may  apply  for 
future  increases  if,  as  and  when  the 
prices  at  which  Southwest  resells  the  gas 
are  increased  and  is  related  to  South¬ 
west’s  proposed  increases  to  Texas  East¬ 
ern  Transmission  Corporation  (Texas 
Eastern)  and  others  which  were  sus¬ 
pended  in  Docket  Nos.  G-11355  and 
Ci-11356  until  April  1,  1957.  Arkansas 
Louisiana  also  states  that  the  increase 
sought  is  fair  and  reasonable  because  the 
purchaser  who  will  be  called  on  to  pay  it 
will  have  received  the  same  amount  of 
increase  from  the  pipe  line  to  which  it 
resells  the  gas,  and  would  thereby  oper¬ 
ate  to  keep  Southwest’s  margin  constant. 
The  proposed  Increase  is  from  11.7369 
cents  per  Mcf  (which  is  the  increased 
rate  in  effect  subject  to  possible  refund 
in  Docket  No.  G-11431)  to  11.9420  cents 
per  Mcf,  or  .2051  cents  per  Mcf. 

Arkansas  Louisiana’s  proposed  in¬ 
creases  are  entirely  dependent  upon 
and  can  be  supported  only  by  relying 
upon  the  effectiveness  of  the  rate  in¬ 
creases  of  its  buyer.  Southwest,  and 
should  therefore  be  suspended  pending 
determination  of  said  effectiveness. 
Upon  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
the  data  and  statements  submitted  in 
support  of  the  proposed  tariff  change,  it 
appears  that  the  increased  rates  pro¬ 
posed  by  Arkansas  Louisiana  In  its 
tendered  filing  have  not  been  shown  to 
be  justified  and  may  be  unjust,  unreason¬ 
able,  or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds :  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  In  the  public  interest,  and 
to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provi- 
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sions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  that  the 
Commission  enter  upon  a  hearing  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  and  services  con¬ 
tained  in  Arkansas  Louisiana’s  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  2,  as  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended  by  Third  Revised 
Sheet  No.  60,  and  that  said  proposed  re¬ 
vised  tariff  sheet  and  the  rates  contained 
therein  be  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  as  hereinafter  provided. 

Thp  Commission  orders: 

(A) ,  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Commission  by  sec¬ 
tions  4  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
and  the  Commission’s  regulations  under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  including  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR,  Chap¬ 
ter  I) ,  a  public  hearing  be  held,  at  a  time 
and  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from  the 
Secretary  of  this  Commission,  concern¬ 
ing  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates,  charges, 
classifications,  and  services,  contained 
in  Arkansas  Louisiana’s  FE*C  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  2,  as  proposed  to  be 
amended  by  Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  60. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  de¬ 
cision  thereon,  Arkansas  Louisiana’s 
proposed  Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  60  to 
its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No. 
2,  hereby  is  suspended,  and  its  use  de¬ 
ferred  until  August  4, 1957,  unless  other¬ 
wise  ordered  by  the  Commission,  and 
until  such  further  time  thereafter  as  it 
may  be  made  effective  in  the  manner 
prescribed  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
(f )  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37  (f ) ) . 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  H.  Gujride, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1705;  Piled.  Mar.  6.  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-102001 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  application  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

^RCH  1,  1957. 

Take  notice  that  Northern  Natural 
Gas  Company  (Applicant),  a  D^aware 
corporation  with  principal  office  at  2223 
Dodge  Street,  Omaha,  Nebraska,  filed  an 
.application  on  April  4,  1956,  pursuant  to 
section  7  (b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  for 
permission  and  approval  td  abandon 
certain  natural  gas  facilities  as  herein¬ 
after  described,  subject  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission,  all  as  more  fully 
represented  in  the  application  which  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
for  public  inspection. 

The  facilities  proposed  to  be  aban¬ 
doned  by  Applicant  consist  of  approxi¬ 
mately  16.03  miles  of  6%  inch  O.  D.  pipe 
line  and  appurtenances  extending  in  a 
westerly  direction  from  a  point  of  con¬ 
nection  with  Applicant’s  existing  18  inch 
transmission  line  in  Rice  County,  Min¬ 
nesota,  to  a  point  of  connection  with 
Applicant’s  existing  main  16  inch  trans- 
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mission  line  in  Le  Sueur  County.  Minne¬ 
sota. 

Applicant  states  that  these  facilities 
were  constructed  in  1934  as  a  part  of 
Applicant’s  6  inch  St.  Peter  branch  line 
system  at  an  original  cost  of  $74,070.33 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  service  to 
the  communities  on  this  system;  that  the 
facilities  sought  to  be  abandoned  are 
no  longer  required  to  render  service  to 
these  or  any  other  communities  because 
of  the  construction  of  other  facilities  in 
the  area  by  Applicant  in  1939  which  are 
now  used  to  serve  such  communities  and 
therefore,  no  abandonment  of  service  will 
result  from  the  abandonment  of  the 
facilities;  that  the  estimated  cost  of 
removing  and  re-conditioning  these 
facilities  exceed  their  re-conditioned 
value  and  therefore.  Applicant  proposes 
to  abandon  these  facilities  in  place;  that 
Applicant  will  incur  no  removal  costs 
nor  realize  any  salvage  value  from  such 
abandonment;  and  that  such  abandon¬ 
ment  will  result  in  savings  in  operating, 
maintenance  costs  and  taxes. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  imder 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to  ‘ 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  on  Monday.  March 

25. 1957,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in  a  Hearing 
Room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C., 
concerning  the  matters  involved  in  and 
the  issues  presented  by  such  application: 
Provided,  however.  That  the  Commission 
may,  after  a  non-contested  hearing,  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  proceedings  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  §  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  Under  the  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  ap¬ 
pear  or  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion.  Washington  25.  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  March 

15. 1957.  Failure  of  any  party  to  appear 
at  and  participate  in  the  hearing  shall  be 
construed  as  waiver  of  and  concurrence 
in  omission  herein  of  the  intermediate 
decision  procedure  in  cases  where  a  re¬ 
quest  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary.  _ _ 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1706;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  0-109751 
Crms  Service  Gas  Co. 

NOTICE  or  APPLICATION  AND  DATE  OP 
HEARING 

March  1,  1951.  , 
Take  notice  that  Cities  Service  Gas 
Company  (Applicant)  a  Delaware  cor- 
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poration  with  Its  principal  place  of  busi« 
ness  located  in  Oklahoma  City.  Okla- 
homa,  filed  on  August  27. 1956.  an  appli¬ 
cation.  as  suK>lanented  on  September  4 
and  17.  1956.  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  pursuant  to 
section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  author¬ 
izing  the  construction  and  operation  of 
facilities  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission,  all  as  more  fully  repre¬ 
sented  in  the  application  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  for  public  in¬ 
spection.  The  facilities  are  described 
as  follows: 

Approximately  1537  feet  of  3"  welded  gas 
pipe  line,  meter  setting  and  app\irtenances 
in  the  SWV4  of  Section  7-T.6S-R.21E.  Atch¬ 
ison -County.  Kansas,. 

The  applicatfon  recites  that  the  pur¬ 
chaser  proposes  to  utilize  the  natural  gas, 
to  be  delivered  through  the  facilities  pro¬ 
posed.  in  dehumidifier  units  necessary  to 
certain  operations  of  the  Department  of 
the  Army  in  Atchison  County,  Kansas. 
The  estimated  peak  day  demands  and 
annual  requirements  for  the  first  three 
years  are:  peak  day,  summer  149.2  Mcf — 
winter  89.5  Mcf ;  annual  36,479  Mcf.  The 
estimated  cost  of  the  proposed  facilities 
is  $4,377.00. 

Temporary  authorization  for  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  the  proposed 
facilities  was  granted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  December  14,  1956,  without 
prejudice  to  final  determination. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on 
April  16,  1957  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in 
a  Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  application:  Provided,  however. 
That  the  Commission  may.  after  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for,  unless 
otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  unnecessary 
for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be  repre¬ 
sented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  (TFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  March  25,  1957.  Failure  of  any 
party  to  appear  at  and  participate  in  the 
hearing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of 
and  concurrence  in  omission  herein  of 
the  intermediate  decision  procedure  in 
cases  where  a  request  herefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  GuramE, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1707;  Piled,  Mar.  6.  1967; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


\ 

NOTICES 

(Docket  No.  0-10761] 

Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Co.' 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

March  1,  1957. 

Take  notice  that  Tennessee  Gas 
Transmission  Company,  Applicant,  a 
Delaware  corporation  whose  address  is 
Commerce  Building,  Houston,  Texas,  as 
operator,  filed  on  July  16, 1956,  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  pursuant  to  section 
7  of  .the  Natural  G^  Act.  authorizing 
Applicant  to  render  service  as  herein¬ 
after  described,  subject  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission,  all  as  more  fully 
represented  in  the  application  which  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
for  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  sell  natural  gas 
in  interstate  commerce  for  resale  as  indi¬ 
cated  below ; 

(a)  To  Permian  Basin  Pipe  Line  Com¬ 
pany  (Permian)  from  the  Ellen  Weir 
Lease,  Eumont  Field,  Lea  County,  New 
Mexico,  pursuant  to  a  20-year  gas  sales 
contract  dated  January  3,"  1955,  between 
Permian  and  Tennessee  Production 
Company  (predecessor  in  intei^est  to 
Applicant) ,  et  al. 

(b)  To  Phillips  Petroleum  Company 
(Phillips)  from  the  W.  T.  Ford  Lease, 
Fuhrman  Mascho  Field,  Andrews 
County.  Texas  pursuant  to  a  20-year 
gas  sales  contract  dated  February  17. 

1956,  between  Phillips  and  Applicant. 

(c)  To  Llano  Grande  Corporation 
(Llano)  from  the  Gardner  Lease,  Level- 
land  Field,  Codhran  County,  Texas,  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  contract  dated  August  1, 1955, 
between  Llano  and  Applicant. 

'This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  April  9, 

1957,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in  a  Hearing 
Room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C., 
concerning  the  matters  involved  in  and 
the  issues  presented  by  such  application: 
Provided,  however.  That  the  Commission 
may,  after  a  non-contested  hearing,  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  proceedings  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  §  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  Under  the  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  ap¬ 
pear  or  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion.  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  cm  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
March  21,  1957.  Failure  of  any  party 
to  appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hear- 


*  J.  Hiram  Moore,  Carper  Drilling  Ck>mpany, 
John  A.  Barnett  and  Ernest  A.  Hanson  are 
also  signatory  parties  to  the  contract  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (a)  above. 


ing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and 
concurrence  in  omission  herein  of  the 
intermediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

(P.  R,  Doc.  57-1708;  Piled,  Mar.  6.  1957; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


(Docket  No.  G-108931 

Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

March  1,1957. 

Take  notice  that  Tennessee  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Company,  Applicant,  a  Delaware 
corporation  whose  address  is  Commerce 
Building,  Houston,  Texas  filed  on  August 
10.  1956,  an  application  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
pursuant  to  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  authorizing  Applicant  to  render 
service  as  hereinafter  described,^ subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission, 
all  as  more  fully  represented  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  which  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  for  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  sell  natural  gas 
from  the  Benezette  Field,  Cameron  and 
Elk  Coimties,  Pennsylvania  to  Manufac¬ 
turers  Light  and  Heat  Company  for 
transportation  in  interstate  commerce 
for  resale. 

This'  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on 
April  9,  1957,  at  9:30  a.  m..  e.  s.  t.,  in  a 
Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  application;  Provided,  however. 
That  the  Commission  may,  after  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for, 
unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  un¬ 
necessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
March  21,  1957,  Failure  of  any  party 
to  appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hear¬ 
ing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and 
concurrence  in  omission  herein  of  the 
intermediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  57-1709;  Piled,  Mar.  6.  1957; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


Thursday,  March  7,  1957 

[Docket  No.  0-109641 

Kerr-McGee  Oil  Industries,  Inc. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

March  1,  1957. 

'  Take  notice  that  Kerr-McGee  Oil  In¬ 
dustries,  Inc.,  Applicant,  a  Delaware 
corporation  whose  address  is  306  North 
Robinson,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma 
filed  on  August  24,  1956,  an  application 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  authorizing  Appli¬ 
cant  to  render  service  as  hereinafter 
described,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission,  all  as  more  fully  repre¬ 
sented  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  for 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  sell  natural  gas 
produced  in  the  Golden  Trend  Area, 
Garvin  and  McClain  Counties,  Oklahoma 
to  Cities  Service  Gas  Company  for  trans¬ 
portation  in  interstate  commerce  for 
resale. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  April  9, 
1957,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in  a  Hearing 
Room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C., 
concerning  the  matters  involved  in  and 
the  issues  presented  by  such  application: 
Provided,  however.  That  the  Commission 
may,  after  a  non-contested  hearing,  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  proceedings  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  §  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure.  Under  the  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised, 
it  will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis- 
fiion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
March  21,  1957.  Failure  of  any  party  to 
appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hearing 
shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  con¬ 
currence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  67-1710;  Piled,  Mar.  6.  1957; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-9281] 

Western  Natural  Gas  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  CONTINUANCE  OF  HEARING 

March  1, 1957. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  above-designated  matter  now 
•cheduled  for  March  11,  1957,  is  hereby 
postponed  to  10:00  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  on 
March  18,  1957  in  a  hearing  room  of  the 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

Federal  Power  Commission,  441  G  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1711;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  G-9073,  G-9087] 

New  York  State  Natural  Gas  Corp.  and 
Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  applications  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

February  28, 1957. 

In  the  matters  of  New  York  State 
Natural  Gas  Corporation,  Docket  No. 
G-9073;  Tennessee  Gas  Transmission 
Company,  Docket  No.  G-9087. 

Take  n^ice  that  New  York  State  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Corporation  (New  York  Nat¬ 
ural),  a  New  York  corporation  with 
principal  place  of  business  at  2  Gateway 
Center,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(Tennessee),  a  Delaware  corporation 
with  principal  place  of  business  at  the 
Commerce  Building,  Houston,  Texas, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  G-9073  on  June  27, 
1955  as  amended  July  11,  1955  and  Au¬ 
gust  15,  1955  and  in  Docket  No.  G-9087 
on  June  29,  1955,  respectively,  separate 
applications  for  certificates  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity,  pursuant  to 
section  7  (c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
authorizing  New  York  Natural  and  Ten¬ 
nessee  (Applicants)  to  render  service  as 
hereinafter  described,  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  all  as 
more  fully  represented  in  the  applica¬ 
tions  which  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  for  public  inspection. 

Tennessee  proposes  in  Docket  No. 
G-9087  to  construct  and  operate  a  hne 
tap  together  with  a  meter  and  regulator 
station  on  its  main  24  inch  Buffalo- 
Pittsfield  (Mass.)  pipe  line  near'  the 
Village  of  Brookview,  New  York  (east 
of  the  Hudson  River  in  the  vicinity  of 
Albany),  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
a  new  and  additional  delivery  point  for 
presently  authorized  volumes  of  natural 
gas  which  are  sold  by  Tennessee  to  New 
York  Natural  for  resale.  The  estimated 
cost  of  these  facilities  is  $20,000  which 
will  be  financed  by  Tennessee  from  cash 
on  hand. 

New  York  Natural  proposes  in  Docket 
No.  G-9073  to  construct  and  operate 
approximately  8.8  miles  of  12-inch  trans¬ 
mission  pipeline  extending  in  a  northerly 
direction  from  the  above-described  tap 
on  Tennessee’s  line  to  a  point  of  inter¬ 
connection  with  the  Albany-Troy  distri¬ 
bution  system  of  the  Niagara  Mohawk 
Power  Corporation  (Niagara  Mohawk) 
near  the  Village  of  North  Greenbush, 
New  York,  together  with  measuring  sta¬ 
tions  at  the  northern  and  southern 
termini  of  said  line. 

These  facilities  will  be  used  for  the 
dual  purpose  of  enabling  Niagara  Mo¬ 
hawk  to  receive  gas  on  the  east  side  of 
the  Hudson  River  (1)  for  resale  in  Ni¬ 
agara  Mohawk’s  Albany-Troy  distribu¬ 
tion  area  and  (2)  for  distribution  in 
Niagara  Mohawk’s  plant  in  the  City  of 
Hudson,  Columbia  County,  New  York, 


via  approximately  22  miles  of  new  10- 
inch  line  proposed  to  be  constructed  and 
operated  by  Niagara  Mohawk  at  an  esti¬ 
mated  cost  of  $830,000  which  will  extend 
in  a  southerly  direction  from  the  afore¬ 
said  southernmost  proposed  measuring 
station  of  New  York  Natural  to  the  City 
of  Hudson  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
Niagara  Mohawk  to  convert  from  the  op¬ 
erations  of  distributing  propane  air  gas 
to  some  3,150  customers  in  Hudson  to 
the  distribution  of  straight  natural  gas 
and  to  serve  an  estimated  200  new  cus¬ 
tomers  located  along  its  10-inch  line. 

The  estimated  additional  natural  gas 
requirements  of  Niagara  Mohawk,  i.  e., 
the  annual  and  maximum  day  gas  re¬ 
quirements  of  Hudson,  New  York  in 
M.  c.  f.  for  the  first  5  years  of  operation 
after  conversion  from  propane  air  gas 
are  as  follows: 


Year 

Annual 

Maximum 

day 

1966 . 

210,000 

1,700 

1957 . 

260,000 

2;  200 

1958 . 

300,000 

2,600 

1959 . 

350,000 

3,100 

19(50 . 

380,000 

3,300 

The  estimated  cost  of  New  York  Na¬ 
tural’s  proposed  facilities  is  $414,000 
which  it  proposes  to  finance  out  of  avail¬ 
able  company  funds  and  from  funds  ob¬ 
tained  through  the  issuance  of  securities 
to  its  parent  Consolidated  Natural  Gas 
Company. 

These  related  matters  should  be  heard 
on  a  consolidated  record  and  disposed  of 
as  promptly  as  possible  under  the  appli¬ 
cable  rules  and  regulations  and  to  that 
end. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  Mon- 
l^y,  April  1,  1957,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t., 
in  a  Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by  such 
applications:  Provided,  however.  That 
the  Commission  may,  after  a  non-con¬ 
tested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  proceedings 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  1.30  (c) 
(1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure.  Under  the  pro¬ 
cedure  herein  provided  for,  unless  other¬ 
wise  advised,  it  will  be  unnecessary  for 
Applicants  to  appear  or  be  represented  at 
the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  March 
20,  1957.  Failure  of  any  party  to  appear 
at  and  participate  in  the  hearing  shall 
be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  concur¬ 
rence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-1712;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 

8:49  a.  in.) 
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NOTICES 


(Docket  No.  0-12117] 

Sinclair  On.  &  Gas  Co. 

ORDKR  SUSPENDING  PROPOSED  CHANCE  XN 
RATES 

February  28,  1957. 
Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas  Company  (Sinclair) , 
on  January  31,  1957,  tendered  for  filing 
a  proposed  change  in  its  presently  effec¬ 
tive  rate  schedule  for  a  sale  of  natural 
gas  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission.  The  proposed  change, 
which  constitutes  an  increased  rate  and 
charge,  is  contained  in  the  following 
designated  filing: 

Description:  Notice  of  Chang^e  dated  Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1957. 

Purchaser:  Phillips  Petroleum  Company. 
Rate  schedule  designation :  Supplement 
No.  1  to  Sinclair’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  109. 

Effective  date :  *  March  3, 1957. 

In  support  of  the  increase,  Sinclair 
cites  the  contract  purportedly  negoti¬ 
ated  at  arm’s  length  bargaining  and  also 
states  that,  in  its  opinion,  the  proposed 
rate  is  below  the  minimum  that  may  be 
determined  as  a  just  and  reasonable 
rate  and  should  be  allowed  to  obtain  a 
return  commensurate  with  risks  in¬ 
herent  in  the  production  and  gathering 
of  natural  gas. 

The  increased  rate  and  charge  so  pro¬ 
posed  has  not  been  shown  to  be  justi¬ 
fied.  and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential, 
or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest,  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  said  proposed  in¬ 
creased  rate  and  charge,  and  that  the 
above-designated  supplement  be  sus¬ 
pended^  and  the  use  thereof  deferred  as 
hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders; 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  4  and  15  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
general  rules  and  regulations  there¬ 
under  (18  CPR,  Chapter  I),  a  public 
hearing  be  held  upon  a  date  to  be 
fixed  by  notice  from  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  said  proposed 
increased  rate  and  charge ;  and,  pending 
such  hearing  and  decision  thereon,  the 
above-designated  supplement  be,  and  it 
is  hereby  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  until  August  3,  1957,  and  imtil 
such  further  time  as  it  is  made  effective 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act. 

(B)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(C)  Interested  state  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §S  1.8  and  1.37 

»The  stated  effective  date  Is  the  first  day 
after  expiration  of  the  required  thirty  days* 
notice,  or  the  effective  date  proposed  by 
Sinclair,  if  later. 


(f )  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37  (f) ). 

By  the  Commission.* 

[SEAL]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1713:  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 

8:49  a.  m.J 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(Pile  No.  1-2108] 

Consolidated  Virginia  Mining  Co. 
order  and  notice  of  hearing 

February  28, 1957. 

I.  Consolidated  Virginia  Mining  Com¬ 
pany  (hereinafter  called  “registrant”),  a 
corporation  organized  and  incorporated 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Nevada, 
filed  an  application  for  registration  of  its 
common  st^k,  $1  par  value,  with  the  San 
Francisco  Mining  Exchange  (“the  Ex¬ 
change”)  on  August  30,  1935,  on  Form 
10,  pursuant  to  section  12  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (“the  1934 
act”)  and  the  rules  and  regulations 
adopted  by  the  Commission  thereunder, 
and  filed  a  duplicate  original  Form  10 
with  the  Commission  on  that  date.  The 
registration  of  such  securities  on  the  Ex¬ 
change  became  effective  on  June  1,  1936. 
On  January  7,  1955  registrant  reduced 
the  par  value  of  its  common  stock  from 
$1  par  value  to  ten  cents  ($.10)  par  value. 

II.  The  Commission  has  reason  to  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  registrant  has  failed  to 
comply  with  the  provisions  of  section  13 
of  the  1934  act  in  the  following  regard: 

The  registrant  ha.s  failed  to  file  a  cur¬ 
rent  report  on  Form  8-K. furnishing  in¬ 
formation  with  respect  to  the  issuance 
of  12.474.375  shares  of  its  common  stock 
in  exchange  for  substantially  all  of  the 
10,000,000  shares  of  outstanding  stock 
of  Hampton  Mining  Co.,  a  corporation 
organized  and  incoi-porated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Utah. 

III.  On  June  18,  1956  the  registrant 
filed  with  the  Commission  a  proxy  state¬ 
ment  pursuant  to  Section  14  of  the  Act 
and  Regulation  X-14  adopted  thereun¬ 
der  with  respect  to  a  special  meeting  of 
stockholders  to  be  held  July  9, 1956.  The 
Commission  has  reason  to  believe  that 
the  said  proxy  statement  was  false  and 
misleading  in  the  following  particulars: 

1.  In  representing  to  stockholders  in 
connection  with  soliciting  authorization 
to  increase  the  number  of  authorized 
shares  from  7,500,000  to  30,000,000  that 
no  particular  transaction  was  pending 
for  the  issuance  of  any  such  additional 
authorized  shares. 

'  2,  In  omitting  to  state  that  negotia¬ 
tions  were  pending  for  the  acquisition  of 
Hampton  Mining  Co.  in  exchange  for  a 
large  block  of  the  to-be-authorized 
shares  of  registrant  and  omitting  to  state 
the  nature  and  approximate  amount  of 
the  assets  of  Hampton  Mining  Co. 

rv.  It  is  ordered,  That  a  public  hear¬ 
ing,  pursuant  to  section  19  (a)  (2)  of 
the  1934  act,  be  held  at  10:00  a.  m., 

*  Commissioner  Digby  dissenting. 


P.  s.  t.,  on  Monday,  March  18,  1957,  at 
the  offices  of  the  Los  Angeles  Branch 
office  of  the  Commission,  Room  1737, 
U.  S.  Post  Office  and  Court  House,  Los 
Angeles,  California,  to  determine 
whether  it  is  necessary  or  appropriate 
for  the  protection  of  investors  to  suspend, 
for  a  period  not  exceeding  twelve  months, 
or  to  withdraw,  the  registration  of  the 
common  stock  of  registrant  on  the  San 
Francisco  Mining  Exchange  for  failure 
to  comply  with  section  13  of  the  act  and 
the  rules  and  regulations  adopted  there¬ 
under,  as  set  forth  in  paragraph  II  alx)ve 
and  for  making  false  and  misleading 
statements  in  a  proxy  statement  filed 
with  the  Commission  under  section  14 
of  the  act  and  the  rules  and  regulations 
adopted  thereunder,  as  set  forth  in  para¬ 
graph  HI  above. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Mr.  William 
W.  Swift  is  hereby  designated  and  as¬ 
signed  as  Hearing  Officer  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  is  authorized  to  exercise  the 
powers  and  perform  the  duties  specified 
in  the  rules  of  practice  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  any  other  duties  which  he  may 
be  authorized  to  perform  in  accordance 
with  law. 

Notice  of  such  hearing  Is  hereby  given 
to  registrant,  the  San  Francisco  Mining 
Exchange  and  to  any  other  person  or 
persons  whose  participation  in  such  pro¬ 
ceeding  may  be  necessary  or  appropriate 
in  the  public  interest  or  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors.  Any  such  further  per¬ 
sons  desiring  to  be  heard  in  such  proceed¬ 
ing  should  file  with  the  Hearing  Officer  or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  on 
or  before  March  11,  1957,  his  application 
therefore  as  provided  by  the  rules  of 
practice  of  the  Commission,  setting  forth 
therein  any  of  the  above  matters  or  is¬ 
sues  of  fact  or  law  upon  which  he  desires 
to  be  heard  and  any  additional  issues  he 
deems  raised  by  the  aforesaid  order. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-1718:  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1967: 

8:51  a.  m.j 


(Pile  No.  70-3501] 

Public  Service  Company  op  Oklahoma 

ORDER  permitting  SUPPLEMENTAL  DECLA¬ 
RATION  TO  BECOME  EFFECTIVE  REGARDING 
PROPOSAL  TO  ENTER  INTO  GAS  PURCHASE 
CONTRACT  WITH  A  NONAFFILIATE 

March  1,  1957. 

Public  Service  Company  of  Oklahoma 
(“Public  Service”),  a  public  utility  sub¬ 
sidiary  of  Central  and  South  West  Cor¬ 
poration,  a  registered  holding  company, 
having  filed,  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935  (“act”) ,  a  supplemental  declaration 
and  amendments  thereto  regarding  the 
following  transactions: 

By  order  issued  December  5,  1956 
(Holding  Company  Act  Release  No. 
13328) ,  the  Commission  permitted  a  dec¬ 
laration,  as  amended,  filed  by  Public 
Service,  to  become  effective  pursuant  to 


Thursday,  March  7,  1957 

section  7  of  the  act.  The  declaration, 
as  amended,  related  to  a  proposal  by 
Public  Service  to  enter  into  a  gas  fuel 
purchase  contract  with  Transok  Pipe 
Ijine  Company  (“Transok”),  a  non- 
affiliated  intra-state  natural  gas  pipe 
line  company,  which  gas  purchase  con¬ 
tract  was  determined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  constitute  a  guaranty  by  Public 
Service  of  certain  bonds  of  Transok. 

The  gas  fuel  purchase  contract  pro¬ 
vided,  among  other  things,  (a)  that 
upon  the  breach  of  any  of  the  terms 
thereof.  Public  Service,  at  the  election 
of,  and  upon  the  demand  of,  the  trustee 
under  Transok’s  bond  indenture,  was  ob¬ 
ligated  to  lease  or  purchase  Transok’s 
pipe  line  system  (as  defined  in  the  con¬ 
tract)  ,  and,  as  full  payment  therefor,  to 
pay,  as  rental  or  purchase  price,  an 
amount  equal  to  all  amounts  then  or 
thereafter  payable  for  principal,  inter¬ 
est,  and  otherwise,  upon  the  then  out¬ 
standing  bonds  of  Transok,  such  pay¬ 
ments  to  be  made  to  the  trustee  when 
and  as  payable  by  the  terms  of  the 
bonds;  and  (b)  that,  subject  to  its  abil¬ 
ity  to  make  satisfactory  financial  ar¬ 
rangements,  Transok  was  '  obligated, 
upon  the  request  and  approval  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Service,  to  construct  such  additional 
pipe  lines  and  related  facilities  connect¬ 
ing  the  pipe  line  system  with  Public 
Service’s  electric  generating  stations,  or 
with  additional  sources  of  gas  supply,  as 
might  be  necessary  to  enable  'Transok  to 
supply  the  requirements  of  Public  Serv¬ 
ice’s  electric  generating  stations. 

At  the  time  of  the  issuance  of  the 
December  5,  1956  order,  Transok  had 
constructed  its  main  pipe  line  system 
in  connection  with  which  it  had  issued 
$13,500,000  principal  amount  of  bonds, 
and  it  then  contemplated  the  immediate 
issuance  of  $1,550,000  principal  amount 
of  additional  fc^nds  to  procure  funds  for 
the  construction  of  a  pipe  line  to  connect 
its  system  with  an  additional  gas  supply 
in  Hughes  County,  Oklahoma. 

Subsequently,  Public  Service  filed  a 
supplemental  declaration  stating  that 

(a)  it  is  proposed  to  modify  the  gas  fuel 
purchase  contract  to  provide  that,  in 
the  event  it  is  required,  because  of  a 
breach  of  contract,  to  purchase  the 
Transok  pipe  line  system,  it  shall  pay  the 
trustee  under  Transok’s  bond  indenture, 
90  days  after  demand  by  the  trustee  (or 
such  earlier  date  as  Public  Service  des¬ 
ignates  by  a  35-day  notice)  an  amount 
equal  to  the  sum  of  the  unpaid  principal 
of  the  bonds  (as  defined  in  the  contract) 
of  Transok  then  outstanding,  plus  all 
premiums  and  all  sums  due  as  accrued 
interest  to  the  date  of  pasrment;  and 
<b)  Transok  presently  contemplates  the 
issuance  and  sale  of  $4,000,000  principal 
amount  of  additional  bonds  (including 
the  $1,550,000  of  bonds  above  men¬ 
tioned)  to  provide  funds  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  additional  pipe  lines  and 
related  facilities. 

The  declaration  as  supplemented 
further  states  that  no  State  or  Federal 
commission,  other  than  this  Commis¬ 
sion,  has  jurisdiction  over  the  proposed 
transactions. 

Due  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  sup¬ 
plemental  declaration  having  been  given 
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(Holding  Company  Act  Release  No. 
13384,  February  15,  1957)  in  the  manner 
prescribed  by  Rule  U-23  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  act, 
and  no  hearing  in  respect  of  the  sup¬ 
plemental  declaration  having  been 
requested  of  or  ordered  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion;  and 

The  Commission  finding  that  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  act  and  the 
rules  promulgated  thereunder  are  satis¬ 
fied,  observing  no  basis  for  adverse  find¬ 
ings  or  the  imposition  of  terms  and  con- 
dions,  and  deeming  it  appropriate  in  the 
public  interest  and  in  the  interest  of  in¬ 
vestors  and  consumers  that  the  supple¬ 
mental  declaration  be  permitted  to 
become  effective,  forthwith: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  Rule  U-23 
and  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  act, 
that  the  supplemental  declaration  be, 
and  it  hereby  is,  permitted  to  become 
effective  forthwith,  subject  to  the  terms 
and  conditions  prescribed  in  Rule  U-24. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  ORVAL  L.  DuBOIS, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1717;  Filed.  Mar.  6,  1957; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

Office  of  the  Administrator 

[Delegation  of  Authority  30  (Rev.  3), 
Arndt.  1] 

Regional  Directors 

DELEGATION  RELATING  TO  FINANCIAL  ASSIST¬ 
ANCE  INCLUDING  DISASTER  LOANS,  PRO¬ 
CUREMENT  AND  TECHNICAL  ASSISTANCE, 

AND  ADMINISTRATION 

Delegation  of  Authority  No.  30  (Re¬ 
vision  3)  is  hereby  amended  by: 

A.  Deleting  subsections  1,  2  and  3  of 
section  IB  in  their  entirety  and  sub¬ 
stituting  in  lieu  thereof: 

1.  To  approve  the  following  t3rpes  of 
loans: 

(a)  Direct  business  loans  in  an  amount 
not  exceeding  $20,000; 

(b)  Participation  business  loans  in  an 
amount  not  exceeding  $100,000;  and 

(c)  Disaster  loans  in  an  amount  not 
exceeding  $50,000. 

2.  To  decline  the  following  types  of 
loans: 

(a)  Direct  business  loans; 

(b)  Participation  business  loans;  and 

(c)  Disaster  loans. 

3.  To  approve  or  decline  Limited  Loan 
Participation  loans. 

B.  Deleting  the  first  and  second  sen¬ 
tences  of  Part  II  in  their  entirety  and 
substituting  in  lieu  thereof:  “The  spe¬ 
cific  authorij;y  delegated  in  subsections 
I  B  1  (c)  and  2  (c)  (each  limited  to  the 
approval  or  declination  of  disaster  loans 
not  in  excess  of  $20,000) ,  3.  10,  27,  28,  29, 
30,  32  (a)  and  35  may  be  redelegated. 
The  specific  authority, delegated  in  sub¬ 
sections  I  B  1  (a)  and  (b),  2  (a)  and 
(b),  4  through  9,  11  through  26,  31,  32 
(b) ,  33,  34,  36,  37,  38  and  39  may  not  be 
redelegated  except  that  authority  dele¬ 
gated  in  subsection  I  B  38  may  be  dele- 
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gated  to  the  Branch  Offices  located  in 
Honolulu,  Puerto  Rico,  and  Alaska. 

Dated:  February  28,  1957. 

Wendell  B.  Barnes, 
Administrator. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1719;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  154] 

Motor  Carrier  Applications 

March  1,  1957. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  car¬ 
riers  of  property  or  passengers  and  by 
brokers  under  sections  206,  209,  and  211 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and 
certain  other  procedural  matters  with 
respect  thereto.  (Federal  Register  Vol¬ 
ume  21,  pages  7339,  7340,  §  1.241,  Sep¬ 
tember  26, 1956.) 

All  hearings  will  be  called  at  9:30 
o’clock  a.  m..  United  States  standard 
time  (or  9:30  o’clock  a.  m.,  local  daylight 
saving  time,  if  that  time  is  observed), 
unless  otherwise  specified. 

Applications  Assigned  for  Oral  Hearing 

OR  Pre-hearing  Conference 

motor  carriers  of  property 

No.  MC  1103  (Sub  No.  11),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  21,'  1957,  EDWARD  KOFMAN, 
MAX  H.  KOFMAN,  FREDA  KOFMAN 
GAINES,  BENJAMIN  KOFMAN.  AND 
JOSEPH  KOFMAN.  doing  business  as 
KOFMAN’S,  130  Dumlap  St.,  Bellefonte, . 
Pa.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Brass  bars  and  rods,  and 
brass  unfinished  shapes,  and  aluminum 
bars,  blanks,  stampings,  unfinished 
shapes,  extensions,  castings,  forgings, 
moldings,  rods,  scrap,  twinings  and 
borings,  from  Bellefonte,  Pa.,  and  points 
within  one  mile  thereof,  to  Reedsville, 
Preston  County,  and  Morgantown,  Mon¬ 
ongalia  County,  W.  Va.  (2)  Brass  scrap, 
copper  scrap,  rejected  and  refused  brass 
products,  aluminum  billets,  blooms,  in¬ 
gots,  pigs,  slabs,  borings,  scrap  and 
twinings,  from  Reedsville,  Preston 
County,  and  Morgantown,  Monongalia . 
County,  W.  Va.,  to  Bellefonte,  Pa.,  and 
points  within  one  mile  thereof.  (3)  Zinc 
slabs  and  scraps,  from  Spelter.  Harrison 
County,  W.  Va.,  to  Bellefonte,  Pa.,  and 
points  within  one  mile  thereof.  (4) 
Empty  containers  or  other  such  inci¬ 
dental  facilities  (not  specified)  used 'in 
transporting  the  commodities  specified 
in  this  application  from  the  above-speci¬ 
fied  destination  points  to  the  above- 
described  origin  points.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  similar  operations 
in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  New  Jersey. 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  April  5, 1957,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington.  D.  C.,  before  Examiner 
Bertram  E.  Stillwell 
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NOTICES 


No.  MC  2754  (Sub  No.  8),  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  14, 1957,  NEUENDORF  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  CO.,  %  Corporation,  3244  At¬ 
wood  Avenue,  Madison,  Wis.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Adolph  E.  Solie, 
715  First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Madison 
3,  Wis.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  of  imusual  value.  Class  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
between  Wausau,  Wis.,  and  Chicago,  HI. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Illinois,  Indiana  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  Applicant  states:  In  response  to  the 
applicant’s  petition  the  Ccsnmission  has 
opened  its  "grandfather**  application  in 
Docket  No.  MC-2754,  to  permit  applicant,  an 
opportunity  of  presenting  additional  proof 
solely  with  respect  to  the  operations  between 
Wa\isau,  Wis.,  and  Chicago,  Ill.  This  appli¬ 
cation  is  being  filed  out  of  an  excess  of  cau¬ 
tion.  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  public 
convenience  and  necessity  with  respect  to 
said  operation,  in  case  the  Commission 
should  hold  that  applicant  has  not  estab¬ 
lished  its  right  to  the  Certificate  claimed 
under  the  **grandfather’’  clause  of  the  act. 

HEARING:  AprU  23, 1957,  at  the  Wis¬ 
consin  Public  Service  Commission, 
Madison,  Wis.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  17. 

No.  MC  3009  (Sub  No.  21),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  20, 1957,  WEST  BROTHERS,  INC., 
706  East  Pine  St.,  Hattiesburg,  Miss. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Dudley  W.  Conner, 
Conner  Building,  Hattiesburg,  Miss. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  a  regular  route,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities,  except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  Wasmesboro,  Miss.,  and  Meridian, 
Miss.,  from  Waynesboro  over  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  45  to  Meridian,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operat- 
g  ing  convenience  only,  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authori^  regular  route 
operations.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  similar  commodities  in  Missis¬ 
sippi.  Louisiana  and  Alabama. 

HEARING:  April  17.  1957,  at  the  Rob¬ 
ert  E.  Lee  Hotel,  Jackson,  Miss.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  97,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  William  J.  Cave. 

No.  MC  4405  (Sub  No.  286) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  15.  1957,  DEALERS  TRANSIT, 
INC.,  12601  South  Torrence  Ave.,  Chi¬ 
cago  33,  HI.  Applicant’s  attorney :  James 
W.  Wrape,  Sterick  Bldg.,  Memphis  3, 
Tenn,  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Trailers  and  semi-trailers, 
other  than  those  designed  to  be  drawn 
by  passenger  automobiles,  and  trailer 
chassis,  in  initial  movements  in  trucka- 
way  and  driveaway  service,  from  Cam¬ 
bridge  City,  Ind.  and  points  within  5 
miles  of  (Cambridge  City,  to  points  in  the 
United  States;  Tractors,  other  than  farm 
tractors,  in  secondary  movements  in 
driveaway  service,  but  only  when  draw¬ 
ing  trailers  moving  in  initial  movements 
in  driveaway  service,  from  Cambridge 
City,  Ind.,  and  points  within  5  miles  of 
Cambridge  City,  to  points  in  Arizona, 


Nevada,  Oregon  and  Vermont;  and  Truck 
bodies  and  trailer  bodies,  assembled  or 
unassembled,  from  Cambridge  City,  Ind. 
and  points  within  5  miles  of  Cambridge 
Chty,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Michigan.  Minnesota,  Mis- 
sippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina.  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia.  Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  similar  commodities  through¬ 
out  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  April  19,  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Ck)urt  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before 
Examiner  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  19227  (Sub  No.  61) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  17,  1957,  LEONARD  BROS.  'TRANS¬ 
FER  &  STORAGE  CO..  INC.,  2595  North¬ 
west  20th  St.,  Miami  42,  Fla.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  John  W.  Carlisle,  422  Perry 
Brooks  Bldg.,  Austin  1,  Tex.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  between  points  in  Utah,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Texas, 
Alabama  and  Florida.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
Florida,  Alabama,  Georgia,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kentucky.  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  ^chigan, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  May  21, 1957,  at  the  Baker 
Hotel,  Dallas,  Tex.,  before  Examiner 

Wolfpr  T?  fxitk 

No.  MC  35628  (Sub  No.  204),  filed 
January  22, 1957,  INTERSTA’TE  MOTOR 
FREIGHT  SYS'TEM,  a  Corporation  134 
Grandville,  S.  W.,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Leonard  D. 
Verdier,  Jr.,  Michigan  Trust  Bldg.,  Grand 
Rapids  2,  Mich.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value,  livestock.  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk  (except 
scrap  metal  in  bulk) ,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  serving  Owego,  N.  Y., 
as  an  off -route  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  regular  route 
operations  between  Westfield,  N.  Y.,  and 
New  York,  N.  Y.  over  New  York  Highway 
17,  and  between  Siracuse,  N.  Y.,  and 
Binghamton,  N.  Y.,  over  U.  S.  Highway  11. 

HEARING:  April  10,  1957,  at  the 
Sheraton-Cadillac  Hotel,  Detroit,  Mich., 
before  Examiner  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  37716  (Sub  No.  16) ,  THE  C  &  D 
MOTOR  DELIVERY  COMPANY,  1035 
Flint  Street.  Cincinnati  14.  Obio.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Herbert  Baker.  50  West 
Broad  Street,  Columbus  15,  Gtdo.  (SUP¬ 
PLEMENT) — By  letter  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  15, 1957,  applicant’s  attorney  requests 
that  the  application  of  the  above-named 
carrier,  filed  December  11,  1956  and  re¬ 


published  on  Page  910  of  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  February  13,  1957,  be 
clarified  to  refiect  the  proposed  routes  as 
alternate  routes  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only. 

No.  MC  39966  (Sub  No.  5).  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14.  1957,  WILLIAM  EDWARD 
LEARY,  doing  business  as  LEARY 
TRANSPORT,  Amston,  Conn.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Hugh  M.  Joseloff,  410 
Asylum  Street,  Hartford  3,  Conn.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Iron  and  steel  articles,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  from  Willimantic, 
Conn.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  York, 
Maine,  Vermont  and  Rhode  Island,  and 
empty  containers  or  other  such  inci¬ 
dental  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 
transporting  the  above  commodities  on 
return. 

HEARING:  April  8, 1957,  at  the  Fulton 
Bldg.,  101-115  Sixth  Street,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  before  Examiner  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  44947  (Sub  No.  13) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  20,  1957,  DEIOMA  TRUCKING 
CO.,  P.  O.  .Box  11,  East  Sparta,  Ohio. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Noel  F.  George,  44 
East  Broad  St.,  Columbus  15,  Ohio.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Brick 
and  clay  products,  (1)  from  East  Chi¬ 
cago,  Hammond,  Crawfordsville  and 
Brazil,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Ohio;  (2)  from 
Hillsboro  Township  (Royce  Station), 
N.  J.  to  points  in  Ohio;  (3)  from  Colum¬ 
biana  and  Tuscarawas  Counties,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
Maine,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut  and 
Rhode  Island,  and  pallets,  skids  and 
empty  containers  us^  in  transporting 
the  above  commodities  on  return.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  transport  similar 
commodities  ih  Ohio,  New  York,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Maryland,  Pennsylvania,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Virginia, 
Indiana,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  April  22, 1957,  in  Room  255, 
New  Post  OflBce  Bldg.,  Columbus,  Ohio, 
before  Examiner  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  46737  (Sub  31) ,  filed  February 
14,  1957,  GEO  F.  ALGER  COMPANY, 
3050  Lonyo  Road,  Detroit  9,  Mich.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Walter  N.  Bieneman, 
Guardian  Bldg.,  Detroit  26,  Mich.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  transporting:  General  commodities, 
except  those  of  unusual  value.  Class  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment,  serving  the  plant  of  General 
Motors  Corporation,  Euclid  Division,  on 
Ohio  Highway  91  near  Hudson,  Ohio  as 
an  off-route  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  regular  route  operations  be¬ 
tween  Cleveland,  Ohio  and  Akron,  Ohio. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport  sim¬ 
ilar  commodities  in  Michigan,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  and  Ohio. 

HEARING:  April  24,  1957,  in  Room 
255,  New  Post  Office  Bldg.,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Joint  Board  No.  117,  or,  if 
the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  par¬ 
ticipate,  before  Examiner  Reece  Har¬ 
rison. 

No.  MC  49567  (Sub  No.  5),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  15,  1957,  ROY  R.  GOLDEN  AND 
LEONARD  E.  GOLDEN,  doing  business 
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as  GOLDEN  BROS.,  224  E,  McClure 
Street,  Kewanee,  HI.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  George  S.  Mullins,  4704  W. 
Irving  Park  Road,  Chicago  41,  Ill.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Coolers,  heat  exchangers  or  equalizers, 
for  air,  gas  or  liquids,  feed  water  heaters, 
or  feed  water  heaters  and  '  purifiers 
combined,  with  or  without  metering  at¬ 
tachments  or  installation  accessories, 
between  Kewanee,  Ill.,  and  points  in  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  New  York,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  and  Wisconsin.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Il¬ 
linois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  April  15,  1957,  in  Room 
852,  U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South 
Canal  St.,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Examiner 
Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  50069  (Sub  No.  179) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  30,  1956,  RE1!^NERS  TRANS¬ 
PORT  &  TERMINAL  CORPORATION. 
2111  Woodward  Ave.,  Detroit  1,  Mich.  ’ 
For  authority  to- operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vehicle  body  sealer  or  sound  dead- 
ener  compound,  (as  more  fully  described 
in  the  application) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  (1)  from  Wayne,  Mich.,  to  points  in 
Georgia,  Illionis,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Virginia  and 
Wisconsin;  (2)  from  points  in  Bristol 
Township,  Bucks  County,  Pa.,_to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Geor¬ 
gia,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Maine,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carohna,  Tennessee,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Virginia  and  West  Virginia.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  transport  petro¬ 
leum  products  in  Ohio,  Michigan,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Pennsylvania,  Kentucky, 
and  West  Virginia. 

HEARING:  April  10,  1957,  at  the 
Sheraton-Cadillac  Hotel,  Detroit,  Mich., 
before  Examiner  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  54435  (Sub  No.  28),  filed 
February  14,  1957,  MICHIGAN  MOTOR 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  4800  Oakman 
Blvd.,  Dearborn,  Mich.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Walter  N.  Bieneman,  Guardian 
Bldg.,  Detroit  26,  Mich.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  over  the 
following  alternate  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only,  with  no  service  at  in¬ 
termediate  or  off -route  points,  and  serv¬ 
ing  the  termini  for  the  purpose  of  joinder 
only:'^l)  between  Bay  City,  Mich.,  and 
junction  Michigan  Highway  15  and  U.  S. 
Highway  10,  over  Michigan  Highway  15; 

(2)  bet\^een  Saginaw,  Mich.,  and  junc¬ 
tion  Michigan  Highway  46  and  Michigan 
Highway  15,  over  Michigan  Highway  46; 

(3)  between  junction  U.  S.  Highway  24 
and  U.  S.  Highway  31,  and  junction  U.  S. 
Highway  24  and  U.  S.  Highway  66,  over 


U.  S.  Highway  24.  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  transport  similar  commodities  in 
Michigan,  Ohio,  Illinois,  Indiana,  and 
Kentucky. 

HEARING:  April  15,  1957,  at  the  Olds 
Hotel,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  76,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  59077  (Sub  No.  31),  filed 
January  22,  1957,  INLAND  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  a  Corporation,  South  110 
Sheridan  Street,  Spokane,  Wash.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  William  B.  Adams, 
Pacific  Building,  Portland  4,  Oreg.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  including  Class  A,  B, 
and  C,  explosives,  but  excluding  those  of 
unusual  value,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  other  than  those  requiring 
specialized  handling  or  rigging  because 
of  size  or  weight,  between  Spokane, 
Wash.,  and  Ford,  Wash.,  (1)  from  Spo¬ 
kane  over  U.  S.  Highway  195  to  junction 
U.  S.  Highway  395,  thence  over  U.  S. 
Highway  .  395  to  Springdale,  Wash., 
thence  over  Washington  Highway  3-J  to 
Ford,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  intermediate  points;  and  (2) 
from  Spokane,  over  U.  S.  Highway  2  to 
Reardan,  Wash.,  thence  over  unnum¬ 
bered  road  to  junction  Washington  High¬ 
way  3-J,  thence  over  Washington 
Highway  3-J  to  Ford,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  similar  commodities  in  Idaho,  Ore¬ 
gon,  and  Washington. 

HEARING:  April  16,  1957,  at  the 
Davenport  Hotel,  Spokane,  Wash.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  80. 

No.  MC  60508  (Sub  No.  6),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  10,  1957,  CLYDE  H.  SIZEMORE, 
doing  business  as  SIZEMORE  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  Clinton,  N.  C.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  James  E.  Wilson, 
Continental  Bldg.,  14th  at  K,  NW., 
Washington  5,  D.  C.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting :  Lumber,  not  in¬ 
cluding  plsnvood  and  veneer,  from  Apex, 
N.  C.,  and  points  in  North  Carolina  with¬ 
in  100  miles  of  Apex,  and  points  in 
Columbus  and  New  Hanover  Counties, 
N.  C.,  to  points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Connecticut,'  Delaware,  and  those  in 
Pennsylvania  west  of  U.  S.  Highway  111 
extending  from  the  Maryland-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line  to  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  and 
thence  from  Harrisburg  west  of  U.  S. 
Highway  15  to  the  Pennsylvania -New 
York  State  line.  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  transport  similar  commodities  in 
North  Carolina,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
Maryland,  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
Pennsylvania. 

HEARING:  April  8, 1957,  at  the  North 
Carolina  Utilities  Commission,  State 
Library  Bldg.,  Morgan  Street,  Raleigh, 
N.  C.,  before  Examiner  William  J.  Cave. 

No.  MC  60786  (Sub  No.  31) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  28,  1957,  RALPH  G.  SMITH,  INC., 
239  E.  Market  Street,  West  Chester,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  G.  Donald 
Bullock,  Box  146,  Wyncote,  Pa.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 


Livestock,  other  than  ordinary  livestock, 
and  in  connection  therewith,  personal 
effects  of  their  attendants,  and  supplies 
and  equipment,  including  mascots,  inci¬ 
dental  to  the  care,  transportation  and 
exhibition  of  such  livestock,  between 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  similar  commodities  in  the 
States  of  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida, 
Illinois,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Car¬ 
olina,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  no  duplica¬ 
tion  of  operating  authority  is  sought. 

HEARING:  April  10, 1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Columbia,  S.  C.,  before 
Examiner  William  J.  Cave. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  No.  16) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  13,  1957,  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORPORATION,  P.  O.  Box  385, 
Collinsville,  Va.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Thaxton  Richardson,  P.  O.  Box 
612,  Greensboro,  N.  C.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Glass,  from 
Ford  City,  Creighton,  Butler,  Arnold, 
Jeannette,  Elwood  City  and  Frisco,  Pa., 
to  Bassett  and  Martinsville,  Va.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  transport  glass  in 
West  Virginia,  Virginia,  Ohio,  and 
K[6ntiicky« 

HEARING:  April  25,  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Greensboro,  N.  C.,  before 
Examiner  William  J.  Cave. 

No.  MC  67111  (Sub  No.  8) ,  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  4,  1957,  KAIN’S  MOTOR  SERVICE 
CORP.,  West  End  of  Bates  Street,  Lo- 
gansport,  Ind.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  David  M.  Cook,  1006  Chamber  of 
Commerce  Bldg.,  Indianapolis  4,  Ind. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  a  regular  route,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities,  except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  Rochester,  Ind.,  and  junction  U.  S. 
Highway  31  and  Indiana  Highway  110, 
from  Rochester  over  Indiana  Highway  25 
to  junction  Indiana  Highway  110,  thence 
over  Indiana  Highway  110  to  junction 
U.  S.  Highway  31,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  the  intermediate 
point  of  Talma,  Ind.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Illinois 
and  Indiana. 

HEARING:  April  17,  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  72,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  76032  (Sub  No.  108) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14,  1957,  NAVAJO  FREIGHT 

LINES,  INC.,  1205  South  Platte  River 
Drive,  Denver  23,  Colo.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  O.  Russell  Jones,  P.  O.  Box 


1466 


NOTICES 


1437,  Santa  Fe,  N,  Mex.  Issues  orig¬ 
inally  published  in  Federal  Register  of 
January  30,  1957. 

PRE-HEARING  CONFERENCE: 
March  18,  1957,  at  the  Offices  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  with  Examiner  Michael  B. 
Driscoll  presiding.  At  the  pre-hearing 
conference  it  is  contemplated  that  the 
following  matters  will  be  discussed;  (1) 
The  issues  generally  with  a  view  to  their 
simplification;  (2)  The  possibility  and 
desirability  of  agreeing  upon  special  pro¬ 
cedures  to  expedite  and  control  the  han¬ 
dling  of  these  applications;  (3)  The 
practicability  and  desirability  of  consol¬ 
idating  all  such  applications  for  hearing 
on  a  single  record;  (4)  The  time  and 
place  or  places  of  such  hearing  or  hear¬ 
ings  as  may  be  agreed  upon;  (5)  The 
general  character  of  the  evidence  to  be 
offered  by  the  applicants*  and  Protes¬ 
tants;  (6)  The  number  of  witnesses  to 
be  presented  and  the  time  required  for 
such  presentations  by  both  applicants 
and  Protestants;  (7)  The  practicability 
of  both  applicants  and  protestants  sub¬ 
mitting  in  written  form  their  direct  testi¬ 
mony  with  respect  to:  (a)  Their  present 
operating  authorities,  (b)  Their  corpo¬ 
rate  organizations  if  any.  ownership,  and 
control,  (c)  Their  financial  data,  (d) 
Their  equipment,  terminals,  and  other 
facilities;  (8)  The  practicability  and  de¬ 
sirability  of  all  parties  exchanging 
exhibits  covering  the  immediately  above- 
listed  matters  in  advance  of  any  hearing; 
(9)  Any  other  matters  by  which  the 
hearing  or  hearings  and  further  han¬ 
dling  of  the  applications  can  be  expe¬ 
dited  or  simplified,  or  the  Commission’s 
handling  thereof  aided. 

No.  MC  76564  (Sub  No.  58) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  22,  1957,  HILL  LINES,  INC.,  1300 
Grant  Street,  Amarillo,  Tex.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting;  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  including  Class  A  and 
B  explosives  and  commodities  in  bulk, 
but  excluding  articles  of  unusual  value, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment.  (1)  Between  Tatum,  N.  Mei^., 
and  Dallas,  Tex.,  as  follows:  From 
Tatum  over  U.  S.  Highway  380  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.  S.  Highway  180,  thence  over 
U.  S.  Highway  180  to  junction  U.  S. 
Highway  80,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway 
80  to  Dallas,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
between  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  and  Dallas, 
Tex.,  on  U.  S.  Highway  80,  and  serving 
points  in  the  Dallas,  Tex.,  Commercial 
Zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission  and 
points  in  the  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  as  intermediate  and  off-route 
points;  (2)  between  Tatum,  N.  Mex., 
and  Dallas,  Tex.,  as  follows;  From 
Tatum  over  U.  S.  Highway  380  to  junc¬ 
tion  Texas  Highway  24,  thence  over 
Texas  Highway  24  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  199,  thence  over  Texas  High¬ 
way  199  to  jimction  U.  S.  Highway  80, 
thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  80  to  Dallas, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  between  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.,  and  Dallas,  Tex.,  on  U.  S. 
Highway  80,  and  serving  points  in  the 
Dallas,  Tex.,  Commercial  Zone  as  de¬ 


fined  by  the  Commission  and  points  in 
the  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  Commercial  Zone 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  as  in¬ 
termediate  and  off -route  points;  (3) 
Between  Hobbs,  N.  Mex.,  and  Dallas, 
Tex.,  as  follows:  From  Hobbs  over  U.  S. 
Highway  180  to  junction  U.  S.  Highway 
80,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  80  to 
Dallas,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points  between 
Port  Worth,  Tex.,  and  Dallas,  Tex.,  on 
U.  S.  Highway  80,  and  serving  points  in 
the  Dallas,  Tex.,  Commercial  Zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission  and  points 
in  the  Port  Worth,  Tex.,  Commercial 
Zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  as 
intermediate  and  off-route  points;  and 
(4)  Between  Port  Worth,  Tex.,  and 
Dallsis,  Tex.,  over  Texas  Highway  183, 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  and 
serving  points  in  the  Dallas,  Tex.,  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  points  in  the  .Port  Worth, 
Tex.,  Commercial  Zone  as  defined  by  the 
Ckimmission,  as  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  New  Mexico  and 
Texas. 

Note;  Applicant  states  that  route  (4) 
above  Is  to  be  operated  in  conjunction  with 
each  of  the  routes  described  in  (1),  (2), 
and  (3)  above. 

PRE-HEARING  CONFERENCE: 
March  18,  1957,  at  the  Offices  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
Washington,  D.  C.,  with  Examiner 
Michael  B.  Driscoll  presiding.  At  the 
pre-hearing  conference  it  is  contem¬ 
plated  that  the  following  matters  will 
be  discussed;  (1)  The  issues  generally 
with  a  view  to  their  simplification;  (2) 
The  possibility  and  desirability  of  agree¬ 
ing  upon  special  procedures  to  expedite 
and  control  the  handling  of  these  ap¬ 
plications;  (3)  The  practicability  and 
desirability  of  consolidating  all  such 
applications  for  hearing  on  a  single 
record;  (4)  The  time  and  place  or  places 
of  such  hearing  or  hearings  as  may  be 
agreed  upon;  (5)  The  general  charac¬ 
ter  of  the  evidence  to  be  offered  by  the 
applicants  and  protestants;  (6)  The 
number  of  witnesses  to  be  presented  and 
the  time  required  for  such  presenta¬ 
tions  by  both  applicants  and  protest¬ 
ants;  (7)  The  practicability  of  both 
applicants  and  protestants  submitting 
in  written  form  their  direct  testimony 
with  respect  to:  (a)  Their  present  oper¬ 
ating  authorities,  (b)  Their  corporate 
organizations  if  any,  ownership,  and 
control,  (c)  'Their  financial  data,  (d) 
Their  equipment,  terminals,  and  other 
facilities;  (8)  The  practicability  and  de¬ 
sirability  of  all  parties  exchanging  ex¬ 
hibits  covering  the  immediately  above- 
listed  matters  in  advance  of  any 
hearing;  (9)  Any  other  matters  by 
which  the  hearing  or  hearings  and  fur¬ 
ther  handling  of  the  applications  can  be 
expedited  or  simplified,  or  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  handling  thereof  aided. 

No.  MC  85934  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14,  1957,  MICHIGAN  'TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  COMPANY.  1650  Waterman 
Avenue,  Detroit,  Mich.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Rex  Eames,  2606  Guardian  Bldg., 
Detroit  26,  Mich.  For  authority  to  op>er- 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fly  ash,  in  bulk  and 


In  bags,  between  points  in  Michigan,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Illinois,  Wisconsin,  Indiana,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Kentucky,  Missouri,  Ala¬ 
bama,  Mississippi,  and  Tennessee.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  engage  in  opera¬ 
tions  as  a  contract  carrier  of  specified 
commodities  in  Ohio,  Michigan,  Illinois,  - 
and  Indiana. 

hearing:  April  11,  1957,  at  the 
Sheraton-Cadillac  Hotel,  Detroit,  Mich., 
before  Examiner  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  87861  (Sub  No.  1) ,  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  7,  1957,  CONTRACTORS  'TRANSIT, 
INC.,  3770  Grant  St.,  Gary,  Ind.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Harold  J.  Bell,  1110- 
1114  Fletcher  Trust  Bldg.,  Indianapolis 
4,  Ind.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Building  materials,  and 
empty  containers  or  other  such  incidental 
facilities  '(not  specified)  used  in  trans¬ 
porting  the  above-described  commodities, 
between  points  in  Indiana  and  Illinois, 
on  the  one*  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Iowa  and  Missouri  on  and  east 
of  U.  S.  Highway  63  and  those  in  Wiscon¬ 
sin  on  and  south  of  U.  S.  Highway  10; 
and  lime,  and  empty  containers  or  other 
such  incidental  facilities  (not  specified) 
used  in  transporting  the  above-described 
commodity  (1)  between  Gary,  Ind.,  and 
Montague,  Mich.,  and  points  within  ten 
(10)  miles  of  each,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Missouri,  and  Wisconsin,  and  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Montague,  Mich.,  and  points 
within  ten  miles  thereof,  on  the’one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Indiana. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  and 
Ohio. 

HEARING:  April  10,  1957,  in  Room 
852,  U.  S.  Custom  House.  610  South  Canal 
Street,  Chicago,  HI.,  before  Examiner 
Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  91910  (Sub  No.  13),  filed 
November  13,  1956,  WM.  O’DONELL, 
INC.,  Route  1,  P.  O.  Box  367,  Elkhom, 
Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney:  William  C. 
Dineen,  341  Empire  Bldg.,  710  N.  Plank- 
inton  Ave.,  Milwaukee  3,  Wis.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Fluid  milk  and  cream,  dairjf  products, 
dairy  plant  equipment  and  supplies,  and 
empty  containers  or  other  such  inciden¬ 
tal  facilities,  (not  specified)  used  in 
transporting  the  commodities  specified, 
between  the  plants  and  distribution  cen¬ 
ters  of  Dean  Milk  Company,  located  at 
Delavan  and  Madison.-^Wis.,  Chemung, 
Rockford,  Pecatonica,  Belvidere,  Huntley 
and  Franklin  Park,  HI.,  Rochester,  Ind, 
Louisville,  Ky.,  Little  Rock  and  Conway, 
Ark.,  and  Memphis,  Tenn.;  (2)  from 
Fort  Atkinson,  Wis.,  to  Louisville,  Ky., 
and  points  in  the  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone,  and  empty  containers  or 
other  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified)  used  in  transportinaF  the 
commodities  specified  on  return.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  in  Illinois,  Wisconsin,  Michigan, 
Missouri,  Alabama,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  and  Minnesota. 

HEARING:  April  22, 1957,  at  the  Wis¬ 
consin  Public  Service  Commission,  Mad¬ 
ison,  Wis.,  before  Examiner  Richard  H. 
Roberts. 
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No.  MC  95920  (Sub.  No.  10),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1957,  D.  D.  SANTRY,  doing 
business  as  SANTRY  TRUCKING  COM¬ 
PANY,  1525  S.  W.  Alder  St.,  Portland  5, 
Oreg.  Applicant’s  attorney:  William  B. 
Adams,  Pacific  Bldg.,  Portland  4,  Oreg. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages,  malt  beverage  con» 
tainers  and  cartons,  bottle  openers,  ad¬ 
vertising  matter  and  brewery  products 
moving  incidentally  to  the  movement  of 
malt  beverages,  from  Olympia,  Wash., 
and  points  within  three  miles  thereof 
to  points  in  Idaho,  and  empty  malt 
beverage  containers,  and  damaged,  de¬ 
fective  and  returned  shipments  of  malt 
beverages  on  return.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  similar  commodi¬ 
ties  in  Oregon  and  Washington. 

HEARING:  April  22,  1957,  at  538  Pit- 
tock  Block,  Portland,  Oreg.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  81. 

No.  MC  102616  (Sub  No.  631),  filed 
January  24,  1957,  COASTAL  TANK 
LD^,  INC.,  Grantley  Road,  York,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Harold  G.  Hernly, 
1624  Eye  Street,  N..W.,  "Washington  6, 
D.  C.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Animal  and  poultry 
feed,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  and  cov¬ 
ered  hopper-type  vehicles,  from  place  of 
manufacture,  from  Delmar,  Laurel,  Sea- 
ford,  Shelbyville  and  Wilmington,  Del., 
Baltimore,  Frederick  and  Salisbury,  Md., 
Jamesburg,  N.  J.,  Camp  Hill,  Everson, 
Lancaster,  Pottstown,  Lewisburg,  Shire- 
manstown  and  York,  Pa.,  Portsmouth, 
Richmond  and  Roanoke,  Va.,  and  points 
within  5  miles  of  each,  to  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Virginia,  West  Virginia  and  the 
District  of  Columbia;  and  (2)  animal 
and  poultry  feed,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles 
and  covered  hopper-type  vehicles,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland,  New 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  RE¬ 
STRICTION:  Applied-for  authority  in 
(2)  above  to  be  limited  to  shipments  hav¬ 
ing  a  prior  movement  by  rail  or  water. 

HEARING:  April  8, 1957,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Examiner  T. 
Kinsey  Carpenter. 

No.  MC  102646  (Sub  No.  13) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  11, 1957,  MORGAN  TRUCK  SERV¬ 
ICE,  INC.,  430  Adrian  St.,  John  Day, 
Oreg.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Earle  V. 
White,  1401  N.  W.  19th  Ave.,  Portland  9, 
Oreg.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment,  between  Burns,  Oreg.  and  Winne- 
mucca,  Nev.,  from  Burns  over  Oregon 
Highway  78  to  junction  U.  S.  Highway 
95  and  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  95  to 
Winnemucca,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Oregon,  Washington,  Califor¬ 
nia,  and  Idaho. 

HEARING:  April  17,  1957,  at  538  Pit- 
tock  Block,  Portland,  Oreg.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  297. 
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No.  MC  103880  (Sub  No.  174),  filed 
February  13,  1957,  PRODUCERS 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  530  Paw  Paw. 
Benton  Harbor,  Mich.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39  South 
La  Salle  St.,  Chicago  3,  Ill.  For  author¬ 
ity  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Kankakee,  HI.,  to  points  in  Minnesota. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport 
similar  commodities  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Missouri, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin, 

HEARING:  April  17,  1957,  in  Room 
852,  U.  S.  Chistom  House,  610  South 
Canal  Street,  Chicago,  Hl„  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub  No.  78),  filed  No¬ 
vember  19,  1956,  MORGAN  DRIVE- 
AWAY,  INC.,  509  Equity  Bldg.,  Elkhart, 
Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  E. 
Lesow,  3737  North  Meridian  St.,  Indian¬ 
apolis  8,  Ind.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Trailers,  designed 
to  be  drawn  by  passenger  automobiles, 
by  the  truckaway  method,  in  initial 
movements,  from  the  site  of  the  plant 
of  Stanley  Mobile  Homes,  located  ap¬ 
proximately  four  miles  west  of  junction 
U.  S.  Highways  30  and  52,  near  Dixon, 
Ill.,  to  points  in  the  United  States.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  April  8,  1957,  in  Room 
852,  U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South 
Canal  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub  No.  88) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4.  1957,  MORGAN  DRIVE-AWAY, 
INC.,  509  Equity  Bldg.,  Elkhart,  Ind.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  John  E.  Lesow,  3737 
North  Meridian  St.,  Indianapolis  8,  Ind. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Trailers,  designed  to  be  drawn  by 
passenger  automobiles,  in  truckaway 
service,  in  initial  movements,  from  points 
in  Oklahoma,  except  from  Tulsa  and 
points  within  10  miles  thereof,  and  ex¬ 
cept  from  the  site  of  the  plant  of  El  Reno 
Trailers,  Inc.,  located  approximately 
eight  miles  south  of  El  Reno,  to  points  in 
the  United  States,  except  Mt.  Clemens, 
Detroit  and  Rint,  Mich.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  transport  trailers  through¬ 
out  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  April  12, 1957,  at  the  Sher- 
aton-Cadillac  Hotel,  Detroit,  Mich.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  106009  (Sub  No.  5),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  6,  1957  (Correction)  JOHN  AUS¬ 
TIN  EMORY,  doing  business  as  CAUS¬ 
TIC  SODA  TRANSPORTATION  COM¬ 
PANY,  West  Asheville,  N.  C.,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Febru¬ 
ary  27,  1957.  The  portion  of  the  notice 
reading:  HEARING:  April  14,  1957,  was 
in  error,  the  correct  date  for  which  the 
hearing  is  assigned  is  April  4  (Fourth) 
1957. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub  No.  79) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1957,  NATIONAL  TRAILER 
CONVOY,  INC.,  1916  N.  Sheridan  Rd., 
Tulsa  15,  Okla.  Mailing  address:  Box 
8096,  Dawson  Station,  Tulsa  15,  Okla. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  John  E.  Lesow, 
3737  North  Meridian  St.,  Indianapolis  8, 


Ind.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Trailers,  designed  to  be  drawn 
by  passenger  automobiles,  in  initial 
movements,  in  truckaway  service,  from 
points  in  Florida,  except  Sebring,  Clear¬ 
water  and  Lake  City,  Fla.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States,  except  Mt.  Clemens, 
Detroit  and  Flint,  Mich.  Applicant  is 
author^ed  to  transport  trailers  through¬ 
out  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  April  15,  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Tampa,  Fla.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  William  J.  Cave. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub  No.  72) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  19,  1956,  NATIONAL  TRAILER 
CONVOY,  INC.,  1916  N.  Sheridan  Road, 
(P.  O.  Box  8096  Dawson  Station) ,  Tulsa, 
Okla.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  E. 
Lesow,  3737  North  Meridian  Street, 
Indianapolis  8,  Ind.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Trailers, 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles,  in  initial  movements,  by  truck¬ 
away  service,  from  the  site  of  the  plant 
of  Stanley  Mobile  Homes,  located  ap¬ 
proximately  four  miles  west  of  junction 
U.  S.  Highways  30  and  52,  near  Dixon, 
HI.,  to  points  in  the  the  United  States. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper-  ' 
ations  throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  April  8, 1957,  in  Room  852, 
U.  S.  Chistom  House,  610  South  Canal  St., 
Chicago,  HI.,  beforq  Examiner  Richard 
H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub  No.  75),  filed 
January  18,  1957,  NA'HONAL  TRAILER 
CONVOY,  INC.,  1916  North  Sheridian 
Road,  Box  8096  Dawson  Station,  Tulsa 
15,  Okla.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  E. 
Lesow,  3737  North  Meridian  St.,  Indi¬ 
anapolis  8,  Ind.  For  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
1  ’ites,  transporting:  TraiZers,  designed 
to  be  drawn  by  passenger  automobiles,  in 
initial  movements,  by  the  truckaway 
method,  from  Momence,  Ill.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States.  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  conduct  operations  throughout 
the  United  States. 

HEARING:  April  9, 1957,  in  Room  852, 
U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South  Canal 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Examiner 
Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  106714  (Sub  No.  8),  filed 
February.  8,  1957,  JOHN  E.  HIGGINS 
AND  JOHN  B.  HIGGINS,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  HIGGINS  TRANSPORTATION, 
865  E.  Kinder  St.,  Richland  Center,  Wis. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Claude  J.  Jasper, 
1  W.  Main  St.,  Madison  3,  Wis.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Animal  feed  and  poultry  feed,  in  bags 
and  in  bulk,  from  Iowa  Falls,  Iowa,  and 
Dubuque,  Iowa,  to  points  in  LaCrosse, 
Monroe,  Juneau,  Vernon,  Richland,  Sauk, 
Iowa,  Dane,  Crawford,  Rock,  Grant,  La¬ 
fayette,  and  Green  Counties,  Wis.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  transport  the 
named  commodities  from  St.  Paul  and 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  and  points  within  a 
15-mile  radius  thereof  to  the  named 
destination  counties. 

HEARING:  April  10, 1957,  at  the  Wis¬ 
consin  Public  Service  Commission,  Madi¬ 
son,  Wis.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  111. 

No.  MC  107743  (Sub  No.  2),  filed 
February  8,  1957,  GEORGE  W.  CULLY 
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AND  S.  J.  CULLY,  JR.,  doing  business  as 
CULLY  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  N.  2828 
Madelia,  Spokane,  Wash.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber, 
molding,  and  wooden  shingles,  (1)  from 
points  in,  Adams,  Benton,  Franklin, 
Grant,  Spokane,  Stevens  and  Whitman 
Counties,  Wash.,  to  points  in  Benewah, 
Bonner,  Boundary,  Kootenai,  Latah  and 
Shoshone  Counties,  Idaho;  and  (2)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Lincoln  and  Pend  Oreille 
Counties,  Wash.,  and  points  in  Benewah, 
Bonner,  Boundary,  Kootenai,  Latah  and 
Shoshone  Counties,  Idaho.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  transport  lumber,  mould¬ 
ing,  and  wooden  shingles  from  points  in 
Benewah,  Bonner,  Boundary,  Kootenai, 
Latah  and  Shoshone  Counties,  Idaho,  to 
points  in  Adams,  B3nton,  Franklin, 
Grsuit,  Spokane,  Stevens  and  Whitman 
Counties,  Wash. 

HEARING:  April  15, 1957,  at  the  Dav¬ 
enport  Hotel,  Spokane,  Wash.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  169. 

No.  MC  108001  (Sub  No.  11) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1957,  OHIO  TRI-COUNTY 
TRUCJKING  COMPANY,  a  Corporation, 
21040  Coolidge  Highway,  Oak  Park  37, 
Mich.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  B.  Elmer,  2606  Guardian  Bldg.,  De¬ 
troit  26,. Mich.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Limestone  and 
crushed  limestone,  4)etween  points  in 
Ohio  and  Michigan.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Indi¬ 
ana,  Michigan,  and  Ohio.  Duplication 
with  present  authority  to  be  eliminated. 

HEARING:  April  15,  1957,  at  the  Olds 
Hotel,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  57,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its 
right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  108185  (Sub  No.  17) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  13,  1957,  DIXIE  HIGHWAY  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  1600  “B”  Street,  Meridian, 
Miss.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  a  regular  route, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and 
B  explosives,  livestock,  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  commodi¬ 
ties  in  buMc,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment,  between  Meridian,  Miss.,  and 
Demopolis,  Ala.,  from  Meridian  over  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Highway  19  to  the  Mississippi- 
Alabama  State  line,  thence  over  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  10  to  the  junction  of  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  79,  thence  over  Alabama 
Highway  79  to  the  junction  of  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  43,  thence  over  U.  &.  Highway  43 
to  Demopolis,  and  retium  over  the  same 
route,  serving  the  intermediate  points 
of  Butler  and  Linden,  Ala.,  and  the  off- 
route  point  of  Naheola,  Ala.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  transport  similar  com¬ 
modities  in  Alabama.  Georgia,  Missis¬ 
sippi.  and  Louisiana. 

HEARING:  April  15, 1957,  at  the  Hotel 
Thomas  Jefferson,  Birmingham,  Ala.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  14. 

No.  MC  109064  (Sub  No.  4).  filed  No¬ 
vember  8,  1956,  TEX-O-KAN  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  .INC.,  C/o 
PAUL  F.  HEALY,  PRESIDENT,  P.  O. 
Box  4061,  Port  Worth,  Tex.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Joe  H.  Eidson,  Jr.,  Century 
Life  Bl^.,  Port  Worth  2,  Tex.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 


over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Afa- 
chinery,  materials,  equipment  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
construction,  operations,  repair,  servic¬ 
ing,  maintenance,  and  dismantling  of 
water  and  sewerage  pipelines,  including 
the  stringing  and  picking  up  thereof,  (1) 
between  points  in  Oklahoma  and  Kan¬ 
sas,  those  in  Lea  and  Eddy  Counties,  N. 
Mex.,  and  those  in  Texas  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  El  Paso  and  extending 
along  U.  S.  Highway  80  to  Dallas,  thence 
along  U.  S.  Highway  175  to  Jacksonville, 
and  thence  along  U.  S.  Highway  79  to 
the  Texas-Louisiana  State  line,  includ¬ 
ing  points  on  the  indicated  portions  of 
the  highways  specified;  and  (2)  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Texas  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  El  Paso,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.  S.  Highway  80  to  Dal¬ 
las,  thence  along  U.  S.  Highway  175  to 
Jacksonville,  and  thence  along  U.  S. 
Highway  79  to  the  Texas-Louisiana  State 
line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Colorado,  Wyoming,  Utah,  and 
Montana. 

HEARING:  May  20,  1957,  at  the  Baker 
Hotel,  Dallas.  Tex.,  before  Examiner 
Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  109761  (Sub  No.  8) .  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  15,  1957,  CARL  SUBLER  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  906  Magnolia  Ave.,  Auburn- 
dale,  Fla.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Herbert 
Baker,  50  West  Broad  St.,  Columbus  15, 
Ohio.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a  con- 
tract  carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Canned,  preserved  or  prepared 
milk  and  milk  products,  not  requiring 
refrigeration,  from  Defiance.  Ohio. 
Nashville,  Ill.,  and  points  in  Wisconsin,  to 
points  in  Florida.  Empty  containers  or 
other  such  incidental  facilities  (not  spec¬ 
ified),  used  in  transporting  the  com¬ 
modities  specified,  on  return.  Canned, 
preserved  or  prepared  vegetables,  vege¬ 
table  juices,  fruits,  or  fruit  juices,  not  re¬ 
quiring  refrigeration,  from  points  in 
Florida  to  points  in  Wisconsin.  Empty 
containers  or  other  such  incidental  fa¬ 
cilities  (not  specified) ,  used  in  transport¬ 
ing  the  commodities  specified,  on  return. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport 
canned  fruit  and  fruit  juices  from  spe¬ 
cified  points  in  Florida  to  specified  points 
in  Michigan,  Illinois,  Wisconsin,  Minne¬ 
sota.  and  all  points  in  Indiana. 

HEARING:  April  11, 1957,  in  Room  852, 
U.  S.  Chistom  House,  610  South  Canal 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Examiner 
Richard  H.  Roberts.  ^ 

No.  MC  110252  (Sub  No.  44) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4.  1957,  JAMES  J,  WILLIAMS. 
INC.,  North  1108  Pearl  Street,  Spokane, 
Wash.  Applicant’s  attorney:  William  B. 
Adams.  Pacific  Bldg.,  Portland  4,  Oreg. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Acids  and  chemicals,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  in  tank  or  hopper  type 
vehicles,  between  points  in  Washington, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  ports 
of  entry  on  the  International  Boundary 
Line  between  the  United  States  and  Can¬ 
ada  located  in  Idaho  and  in  Washington 
on  and  east  of  U.  S.  Highway  97. 

HEARING:  April  15,  1957,  at  the 
Davenport  Hotel,  Spokane,  Wash.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  169. 

No.  MC  110264  (Sub  No.  12) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  2, 1957,  ALBUQUERQUE  PHOENIX 


EXPRESS,  INC..  P.  O.  Box  404.  Albu¬ 
querque,  N.  Mex.  Issues  originally  pub¬ 
lished  in  Federal  Register  of  January  23, 
1957.  « 

PRE-HEARING  CONFERENCE: 
March  18,  1957,  at  the  Offices  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  with  Examiner  Mi¬ 
chael  B.  Driscoll  presiding.  At  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  it  is  contemplated 
that  the  following  matters  will  be  dis¬ 
cussed:  (1)  The  issues  generally  with  a 
view  to  their  simplification;  (2)  The 
possibility  and  desirability  of  agreeing 
upon  special  procedures  to  expedite  and 
control  the  handling  of  these  applica¬ 
tions;  (3)  The  practicability  and  desir¬ 
ability  of  consolidating  all  such  applica¬ 
tions  for  hearing  on  a  single  record;  (4) 
The  time  and  place  or  places  of  such 
hearing  or  hearings  as  may  be  agreed 
upon;  (5)  The  general  character  of  the 
evidence  to  be  offered  by  the  applicants 
and  Protestants;  (6)  The  number  of  wit¬ 
nesses  to  be  presented  and  the  time 
required  for  such  presentations  by  both 
applicants  and  protestants;  (7)  The 
practicability  of  both  applicants  and 
protestants  submitting  in  written  form 
their  direct  testimony  with  respect  to: 

(a)  TTieir  present  operating  authorities, 

(b)  Their  corporate  organizations  if  any, 
ownership,  and  control,  (c)  Their  finan¬ 
cial  data,  (d)  Their  equipment  ter¬ 
minals.  and  other  facilities;  (8)  The 
practicability  and  desirability  of  all  par¬ 
ties  exchanging  exhibits  covering  the 
immediately  above-listed  matters  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  any  hearing;  (9)  Any  other 
matters  by  which  the  hearing  or  hear¬ 
ings  and  further  handling  of  the  applica¬ 
tions  can  be  expedited  or  simplified,  or 
the  Commission’s  handling  thereof  aided. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub  No.  326) .  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  9,  1957,  CHEMICAL  TANK  LINES, 
INC.,  520  E.  Lancaster  Avenue,  Downing- 
town.  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Gerald 
L.  Phelps,  Munsey  Bldg.,  Washington  4, 
D.  C.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  chemicals,  and 
acids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Hamilton  County,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Michigan, 
and  to  the  United  States-Canada  Inter¬ 
national  Boundary  line  at  port  of  entry 
at  Port  Huron,  Mich.,  on  shipments 
destined  to  points  in  Canada.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  Minnesota.  Missouri, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

HEARING:  April  10,  1957,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before 
Examiner  William  T.  Croft. 

No.  MC  110611  (Sub  No.  2).  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  7,  1957,  RODGER  EKLUND,  doing 
business  as  EKLUND  'TRUCKING,  Pesh- 
tigo,  Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Claude 
J.  Jasper,  One  West  Main  St.,  Madison 
3,  Wis.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
trar&porting:  Bricks  and  tile,  from 
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Streator,  HI.,  to  points  In  the  Upper  Pen¬ 
insula  of  Michigan  and  points  in  Oconto, 
Marinette,  Forest  and  Florence  Counties, 
Wis.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  similar  commodities  in  Michigan 
and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  April  11, 1957,  at  the  Wis¬ 
consin  Public  Service  Commission,  Mad¬ 
ison,  Wis.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  162. 

No.  MC  110824  (Sub  No.  6) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14,  1957,  A.  F.  POSNIK  AND  COM¬ 
PANY,  a  Corporation,  12300  Visger  Rd., 
Detroit,  Mich.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Rex  Eames,  2606  Guardian  Bldg.,  Detroit 
26,  Mich.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  lubricating  oils, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Detroit 
and  Flat  Rock,  Mich.,  to  points  on  the 
International  Boundary  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  at  or  near  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  similar  commodities  in  Ohio, 
Michigan,  and  Indiana. 

HEARING:  April  16,  1957,  at  the  Olds 
Hotel,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  163,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives 
its  right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  111472  (Sub  No.  43) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  7, 1957,  DIAMOND  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  SYSTEM,  INC.,  919  Hamilton, 
Racine,  Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Glenn  W.  Stephens,  121  West  Doty  St., 
Madison  3,  Wis.  For  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Agricultural  ma¬ 
chinery,  and  farm  or  industrial  tractors, 
with  or  without  attachments,  from 
Racine,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Arkansas  and 
Louisiana.  Applicant  is  authorised  to 
transport  similar  conunodities  through¬ 
out  the  United  States  excepting  the  State 
of  Nevada  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  April  16,  1957,  in  Room 
852,  U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South 
Canal  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  111472  (Sub  No.  44) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14.  1957,  DIAMOND  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  SYS'TEM,  INC.,  1919  Hamilton, 
Racine,  Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Glenn  W.  Stephens,'  121  West  Doty 
Street,  Madison  3,  Wis.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Tractors, 
except  truck  tractors,  and  ‘  excepting 
tractors  that  because  of  their  size  or 
weight  require  special  equipment,  with* 
or  without  attachments  (intended  to 
embrace  tractors  which  may  have  general 
utility  use,  and  which  are  not  neces¬ 
sarily  limited  to  farm  tractors),  from 
Burlington,  Iowa,  to  points  in  the  forty- 
eight  (48)  States.  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  conduct  operations  in  Illinois, 
Indiana.  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin. 

hearing:  April  16,  1957,  in  Room 
852,  U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South 
Canal  St.,  Chicago,  HI.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  112020  (Sub  No.  27) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  30,  1957,  COMMERCIAL  OIL 
TRANSPORT,  a  corporation,  1030  Stay- 
ton  St.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Leroy  Hallman,  First  Nat’l 
Bank  Bldg.,  Dallas  2,  Tex.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 


regular  routes,  transporting:  Oils,  other 
than  petroleum,  paint  and  paint  mater¬ 
ials,  resins,  and  products  and  blends 
thereof,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between 
points  in  Texas,  Louisiana.  Minnesota, 
Iowa,  Hlinois,  Alabama,  Oklahoma,  Col¬ 
orado,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Arkansas, 
Tennessee,  and  Mississippi,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Dallas,  Tex., 
and  points  within  20  miles  thereof.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  in  Arkansas,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma,  and 

HEARING:  May  23, 1957,  at  the  Baker 
Hotel,  Dallas,  Tex,,  before  Examiner 

T?  T.PP 

No.  MC  I  12020  (Sub  No.  28) .  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  5,  1957,  COMMERCHAL  OIL 

TRANSPORT,  1030  Stayton  St.,  Port 
Worth,  Tex.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Leroy 
Hallman,  First  Nat’l  Bank  Bldg.,  Dallas 
2,  Tex.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Animal  and  vegetable  fats, 
oils,  greases,  and  products  and  blends 
thereof,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Arkansas,  Col¬ 
orado,  Delaware,  District  of  Columbia, 
Florida,  Maryland,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  South  Carolina,  Texas, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Georgia,  Kansas, 
South  Dakota,  Iowa,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Alabama,  Tennessee,  Kentucky, 
Hlinois,  Indiana,  and  Michigan.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  transport  similar 
commodities  in  Louisiana,  Arkansas, 
Oklahoma,  Texas,  Kansas.  New  York, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  Iowa,  Hlinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Michigan,  Mississippi,  Ohio,  and 
Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  April  18,  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
District  Court  l^oms,  Memphis,  Tenn., 
before  Examiner  William  J.  Cave. 

No.  MC  112835  (Sub  No.  4),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  14,  1957.  MORRIS  H.  APPLE- 
BAUM,  6206  North  Bernard  Street, 
Chicago  45,  HI.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Joseph  M.  Scanlan,  111  West  Washington 
Street,  Chicago  2,  Ill.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Television 
tubes,  radio  tubes  and  radio  sets,  tele¬ 
vision  sets,  phonographs  and  recording 
sets  and  combinations  thereof  and  parts 
of  and  for  such  commodities,  between 
points  in  Hlinois  and  Indiana,  and  Char¬ 
lotte,  Mich.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Pennsylvania,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Massachusetts  and 
Connecticut.  RESTRICTION :  Applied- 
for  authority  to  be  restricted  in  each  and 
every  instance  to  operations  performed 
through  Charlotte,  Mich.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  transport  similar  com¬ 
modities  in  Connecticut,  Hlinois,  Mass¬ 
achusetts,  Michigan,  New  Jersey,  and 
New  York. 

HEARING:  April  18,  1957,  in  Room 
852,  U.  S.  Custom  House.  610  South 
Canal  Street,  Chicago.  HI.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  113151  (Sub  No.  4),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  25,  1957,  ALPHONSE  HINDER- 
MANN,  EDWIN  HINDERMANN  and 
VINCENT  HINDERMANN,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  HINDERMANN  BROTHERS, 


Dickesrville,  Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney; 
John  T.  Porter,  708  First  Nat’l.  Bank 
Bldg.,  Madison  3,  Wis.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  corhmon  carrier,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Livestock, 
and  poultry  feed,  from  Dubuque  and 
Iowa  Flails,  Iowa,  to  pcunts  in  Crawford, 
Grant,  Iowa  and  Richland  Counties,  Wis. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport 
similar  commodities  in  Iowa,  Hlinois, 
and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
application  is  a  duplication  in  part,  of  its 
rights  in  Certificate  No.  MC  113151  (Sub  No. 
1),  and  requests  that  such  dupUcation  be 
eliminated  by  the  Commission  in  the  event 
that  part  or  all  of  the  authority  herein  re¬ 
quested  is  granted. 

HEARING:  April  10,  1957,  a*t  the  Wis¬ 
consin  Public  Service  Commission,  Madi¬ 
son,  Wis.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  111. 

No.  MC  113514  (Sub  No.  22) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  2,  1957,  SMITH  TRANSIT,  INC., 
(formerly  CHEMICAL  TRANSPORTS, 
INC.,)  305  Simons  Bldg.,  1528  Main  St., 
Dallas,  Tex.  Applicant’s  attorney:  W. 
D.  White,  17th  Floor  Mercantile  Bank 
Bldg.,  Dallas  1,  Tex.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Nueces  County,  Tex.,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Kansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Mexico 
and  Oklahoma.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  transport  similar  commodities  in  the 
States  of  Texas,  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Kansas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
New  Mexico,  and  Oklahoma. 

Note:  Applicant  Is  under  common  control 
with  Chemical  Express  (Texas  corporation) 
who  holds  contract  carrier  authority  in  Per¬ 
mit  No.  115135  (Sub  No.  1)  to  transport 
cement  from  Maiyneal,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
New  Mexico  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  instant 
application.  Section  210  (dual  operations) 
may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  May  17.  1957,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  Corpus  Christi,  Tex.,  before 
Examiner  Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  113779  (Sub  No.  52) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  28,  1957,  YORK  INTERSTATE 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  9820  LaPorte  Ex¬ 
pressway,  P.  O.  Box  12385,  Houston  17, 
Tex.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Acids  and  chemicals  (not 
restricted  to  those  as  defined  by  the 
Commission) ,  in  bulk,  in  manifolded 
cylinder  trailers  and  tank  vehicles,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Harris,  Jefferson  and 
Orange  Counties,  Texas,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama.  Arizona.  California,  Colorado, 
Florida,  Georgia.  Hlinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  Nevada,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee 
(except  Kingsport) ,  Utah,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin  and  Wyoming;  and 
(2)  lubricating  oils  and  petroleum  wax, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Harris  and  Jefferson  Counties,  Texas,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Mississippi  and  Tennessee. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 
Any  duplication  with  present  authority 
should  be  eliminated. 
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Note:  Where  authority  granted  duplicates 
any  authority  granted  in  this  application, 
applicant  requests  the  previously  granted 
authority  be  merged. 

HEARING:  May  8,  1957,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Bldg.,  Franklin  &  Fannin  Sts., 
Houston,  Tex.,  before  Examiner  Walter 
R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  113917  (Sub  No.  3) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  7,  1957,  W.  W.  ORMOND,  doing 
business  as  W.  W.  ORMOND  TRANSFER 
CO.,  Rt.  2,  Box  324-H,  New  Bern,  N.  C. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  over  a  regular  route,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Meats,  meat  products  and  meat  hy~ 
products,  dairy  products  and  articles  dis~ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  from 
New  Bern,  N.  C.  to  Camp  LeJeune,  N.  C., 
from  New  Bern  over  U.  S.  Highway  17 
to  Jacksonville,  thence  over  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  24  to  Camp  LeJeune,  serv¬ 
ing  the  intermediate  point  of  Jackson¬ 
ville.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  similar  commodities  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina. 

HEARING:  April  9,  1957,  at  the  North 
Carolina  Utilities  Commission  State  Li¬ 
brary  Bldg.,  Morgan  Street,  Raleigh, 
N.  C.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  103,  or,  if 
the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  par¬ 
ticipate,  before  Examiner  William  J. 
O&vc 

No.  MC  113974  (Sub  No.  6),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  19,  1957,  PITTSBURGH  &  NEW 
ENGLAND  TRUCKING  CO.,  211  Wash¬ 
ington  Ave.,  Dravosburg,  Pa.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Leonard  Boreman,  1124  Prick 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh  19,  Pa.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir- 
regiilar  routes,  transporting:  Steel  and 
steel  articles,  from  Pittsburgh  and  Ali- 
quippa.  Pa.,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Massachusetts,  and  Rhode  Island. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  it  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  steel  mill  products 
irom  Pittsburgh  and  Aliqulppa,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Massachusetts  and  Rhode 
Island.  No  new  territory  is  sought  and  ap¬ 
plicant  desires  to  change  its  commodity 
description  from  steel  mill  products  to  steel 
and  steel  articles. 

HEARING:  April  15,  1957,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Bertram  E.  Stillwell. 

No.  MC  114969  (Sub  No.  8),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1957,  PROPANE  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  27  Water  Street,  Milford,  Ohio. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Leonard  D. 
Slutz,  900  Tr^-State  Bldg.,  Cincinnati  2, 
Ohio.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Ldquefied  petroleum  gas, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Douglas  County,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Ohio 
south  and  west  of  a  line  extendii^  from 
the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line  in  an  east¬ 
erly  direction  along  Ohio  Highway  47  to 
Waldo,  Ohio,  thence  south  along  U.  S. 
Highway  23  to  Columbus,  Ohio,  thence 
east  along  U.  S.  Highway  40  to  Zanes¬ 
ville,  Ohio,  thence  southeast  along  Ohio 
Highway  77  to  the  Ohio  River  at  Mari¬ 
etta,  Ohio,  except  points  in  Brown, 
Clermont,  Darke,  Franklin,  Hamilton, 
Montgomery,  Pike,  Union,  and  Warren 
Counties,  Ohio.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  conduct  operations  in  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  and  Ohio. 


Note:  Applicant  has  authority  In  Certifi¬ 
cate  No.  MC  114969,  dated  August  8,  1956, 
to  transport  Liquefied  petroleum  gas.  In  bulk. 
In  tank  vehicles,  from  Tuscola,  111.,  and 
points  In  Illinois  within  five  miles  thereof, 
to  points  in  Brown,  Clermont,  Darke,  Frank¬ 
lin,  Hamilton,  Montgomery,  Pike,  Union,  and 
Warren  Counties.  Ohio. 

HEARING:  April  18.  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  58,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Reece  Harrison, 

No.  MC  115471  (Sub  No.  2),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  7,  1957,  JOSEPH  WALSH,  doing 
business  as  NOR'TH  AMERICAN 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  5216  Perkins  Ave., 
Cleveland,  Ohio.  For  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Compressed  gas,  in 
government-owned  tube  trailers,  from 
Lakehurst,  N.  J.,  to  Cleveland,  Ohio; 
Empty  government-owned  tube  trailers, 
from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  Lakehurst,  N.  J. 

HEARING:  April  8, 1957,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Examiner  Paul 
Coyle. 

No.  MC  115491  (Sub  No.  1).  filed  De¬ 
cember  26,  1956,  COMMERCIAL  CAR¬ 
RIERS  CORPORATION,  502  East 
Bridges  Ave.,  Auburndale,  Fla.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  P.  Toma- 
sello,  120  East  Davidson  St..  Bartow,  Fla. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  citrus  products,  from  points 
in  Florida  to  points  in  Texas,  Arkansas, 
Oklahoma,  I^uisiana,  Wisconsin  and 
South  Dakota,  and  Omaha,  Nebr.,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  Kansas  City,  Kans.  and  St. 
Paul  and  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

Note:  Applicant  has  pending  application 
In  No.  MC  115491  to  transport  the  sanie 
commodity  from  specified  counties  in  Flor¬ 
ida  to  Tampa,  Pla.;  also  pending  application 
in  No.  MC-FC  59787  to  transfer  to  it  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC  111776  (Sub  No.  1),  which 
authorizes  transportation  of  same  commod¬ 
ity  from  specified  points  in  Florida  to  points 
in  Iowa,  Nebraska  (except  Omaha) ,  Mis¬ 
souri  (except  St.  Louis),  Kansas  (except 
Kansas  City),  and  Minnesota  (except  St. 
Paul  and  Minneapolis). 

HEARING:  April  11.  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Tampa,  Fla.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  William  J.  Cave. 

No.  MC  115491  (Sub  No.  4),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  11, 1957,  COMMERCIAL  CARRIER 
CORPORATION,  502  E.  Bridges  Ave., 
Auburndale,  Fla.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
William  P.  Tomasello,  120  E.  Davidson 
St.,  Bartown,  Fla.  For  authority  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Canned  goods,  from 
points  in  Minnesota  to  points  in  Florida. 
Georgia,  Alabama,  South  Carolina  and 
North  Carolina.  • 

HEARING:  April  12, 1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Tampa,  Fla.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  William  J.  Cave. 

No.  MC  116062  (Sub  No.  5),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  8,  1957,  CALIFORNIA  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  4050  Clarke,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  John  W.  Carlisle,  422 
Perry  Brooks  Bldg.,  Austin  1,  Tex.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cot¬ 
tonseed  oil  and  vegetable  oil,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Texas 


and  New  Mexico  to  points  in  Arizona  and 
California. 

HEARING:  May  27,  1957,  at  the  Baker  ’ 
Hotel,  Dallas.  Tex.,  before  Examiner 

Walter  R  T,ee 

No.  MC  116077  (Sub  No.  19) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  14,  1957,  ROBERTSON  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  5700  Polk  Avenue,  P.  O. 
Box  9218,  Houston,  Tex.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Charles  D.  Mathews,  Brown 
Bldg.,  Austin  1,  Tex.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  rendering  a  call  and  demand 
service,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Nueces  County,  Texas  (except  Bishbp, 
Texas)  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Kansas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
New  Mexico,  and  Oklahoma.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  conduct  similar  opera¬ 
tions  in  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Arkansas, 
Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 

HEARING:  May  15,  1957,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  Corpus  Christi,  Tex.,  before 
Examiner  Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  116304  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  8,  1957,  LEO  J.  JEFFREYS,  1305 
South  Platinum,  Deming,  N.  Mex.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  A.  C.  Gonzalez,  Jr., 
El  Paso  National  Bank  Bldg.,  El  Paso. 
Tex.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  over  regular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Milk,  ice  cream  and  dairy  prod¬ 
ucts,  (1)  from  El  Paso,  Tex.,  to  Carlsbad, 
N.  Mex.,  from  El  Paso  over  U.  S.  Highway 
54  to  the  junction  of  New  Mexico  High¬ 
way  83  near  Alamogordo,  N.  Mex.,  thence 
over  New  Mexico  Highway  83  to  the 
junction  of  U.  S.  Highway  285  at  Artesia, 
N.  Mex.,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  285 
to  Carlsbad,  and  return  over  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  180  to  El  Paso,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  (2)  from  El  Paso,  Tex., 
to  Lordsburg,  N.  Mex.,  from  El  Paso  over 
U.  S.  Highway  80  to  the  junction  of  U.  S. 
Highway  260  at  Deming,  N.  Mex.,  thence 
over  U.  S.  Highway  260  to  the  junction 
of  New  Mexico  Highway  180  at  Silver 
City,  N.  Mex.,  thence  over  New  Mexico 
Highway  180  to  Lordsburg,  N.  Mex.,  and 
return  over  U.  S.  Highway  80  to  El  Paso, 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  and 
empty  containers  or  other  such  inciden¬ 
tal  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in  trans.- 
porting  the  above  commodities  on  return 
over  the  above  routes. 

HEARING:  May  6,  1957,  at  the  Hotel 
Paso  Del  Norte,  El  Paso,  Tex.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  33,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  116324,  filed  November  26, 
1956,  R.  W.  TAFT  AND  WILLIAM  E. 
CONWAY,  doing  business  as  TAFT  U 
CONWAY,  229  North  Superior  Avenue, 
Tomah,  Wis.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Mobile  homes,  from 
Tomah,  Wis.,  and  points  within  ten  miles 
thereof,  including  Camp  McCoy,  to  points 
in  Mitmesota,  Iowa,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Nebraska  and  Missouri,  and  empty  con¬ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidential  facili¬ 
ties  (not  specified)  used  in  transporting 
the  commodity  specified  in  this  applica¬ 
tion  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  states  he  does  not  Intend 
to  haul  for  conunercial  manufacturers  but 
will  only  make  an  occasional  movement  for 
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Individuals  stationed  at  Camp  McCoy  and 
jn  the  immediate  vicinity  of  Tomah.,  Wis. 

HEARING:  April  19, 1957,  at  the  Wis¬ 
consin  Public  Service  Commission,  Madi¬ 
son,  Wis.,  before  Examiner  Richard  H. 
Roberts. 

No.  MC  116350  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  13,  1957,  HALL  &  BARBER,  INC., 
123  West  8th  Street,  Cambridge,  Ohio. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Ralph  W.  San¬ 
born,  810  Hartman  Bldg.,  Columbus  15, 
CHiio.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  asphalt,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  and  in  containers,  from 
points  in  Washington  County,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  West  Virginia,  and  empty  con~ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facili- 
ties  (not  specified)  used  in  transporting 
the  above-specified  commodity  on  re¬ 
turn  movements. 

HEARING:  April  23, 1957,  in  Room  255 
New  Post  Office  Bldg.,  Columbus,  Ohio, 
before  Joint  Board  No.  61,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  116384,  filed  January  16,  1957, 
RAYMOND  MANKE,  ERVIN  MANKE, 
AND  WARREN  MANKE,  doing  business 
as  MANKE  TRUCKING  SERVICE,  Rose 
and  Highway  65,  Owatonna  Minn.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  A.  R.  Fowler, 
2288  University  Ave.,  St.  Paul  14,  Minn. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Culverts,  headwcUls,  headwall 
aprons,  bands  and  fittings,  from  Min¬ 
neapolis  and  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to  points 
in  North  Dakota  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  April  12,  1957,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Court  Building,  Marquette  Ave., 
South  and  Third  Sts.,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  219. 

No.  MC  116393,  filed  January  22,  1957, 
RAYPEN  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  6011  West 
Gunnison,  Chicago,  HI.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Ice  cream 
cones,  returned  shipments,  and  empty 
containers  or  other  such  incidental  fa-- 
duties  (not  specified)  used  in  transport¬ 
ing  the  above-described  commodity,  (1) 
between  Chicago,  HI.,  and  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin,  Michigan,  Ohio.  Indiana,  Hlmois, 
Missouri,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  West  Virginia, 
and  Tennessee;  (2)  between  Chicago, 
Ql.,  and  points  in  Washington.  Dakota, 
Anoka,  Carver,  Scott,  Sherburne,  Wright, 
U  Sueur,  Rice,  Waseca,  Steele,  Free- 
born,  Goodhue,  Dodge,  Mower,  Wabasha, 
Winona,  Houston.  Fillmore,  Olmsted, 
Blue  Earth,  and  Faribault  Coimties, 
Minn.;  (3)  between  Chicago,  Ill.,  and 
points  in  Niagara,  Erie,  (Jhautauqua,  and 
Cattaraugus  Counties,  N.  Y. ;  (4)  between 
Chicago,  Ill.,  and  points  in  Elrie,  Craw¬ 
ford,  Mercer,  Lawrence,  Beaver,  Alle¬ 
gheny,  and  Washington  Counties,  Pa.; 
and  (5)  between  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  points 
in  Dakota,  Thurston,  Burt,  Washington, 
l^ouglas,  Saunders,  Lancaster,  Sarpy, 
Cass,  and  Otoe  Counties,  Nebr. 

HEARING:  April  15,  1957,  in  Room 
852,  U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South  Canal 
Street,  Chicago,  HI.,  before  Examiner 
Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  116398,  filed  January  25,  1957, 
CLYDE  ERION  AND  LA  NORA  ERION, 
business  as  ERION  LUMBER  & 
PCEL  COMPANY,  9020  North  Bradford 
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St.,  Portland  3,  Oreg.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Edward  F.  Doyle,  8527  N.  Jersey 
Street,  Portland  3,  Oreg.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  a 
regular  route,  transporting :  Wood  chips, 
from  Portland,  Oreg.,  to  Camas,  Wash., 
from  Portland  over  U.  S.  Highway  99E 
to  the  Interstate  Bridge  over  the  Colum¬ 
bia  River,  thence  over  the  Interstate 
Bridge  to  the  junction  of  U.  S.  Highway 
830,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  830  to 
Camas. 

HEARING:  April  22,  1957,  at  538  Pit- 
tock  Block,  Portland,  Oreg.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  45. 

No.  MC  116405,  filed  January  28,  1957, 
J.  C.  POOLE,  JR.,  doing  business  as 
POOLE  MOTOR  EXPRESS,  P.  O.  Box 
148,  Eutaw,  Ala.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Maurice  F.  Bishop,  325-329  Frank  Nelson 
Bldg.,  Birmingham,  Ala.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Lumber 
and  lumber  products  including  plywood 
and  veneer,  and  beverage  bottles  and 
containers,  from  points  in  Fayette,  Pick¬ 
ens,  Tuscaloosa,  Bibb,  Greene,  Hale, 
Perry,  Marengo.  Dallas,  Choctaw,  Clarke. 
Wilcox  and  Monroe  Counties.  Ala.,  and 
Lowndes  and  Lauderdale  Counties,  Miss., 
to  points  in  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Ohio,  Illinois,  Missouri,  Wisconsin 
and  Michigan;  (2)  beverages,  in  bottles, 
cans  and  kegs,  from  Chicago  and  Peoria. 
Ill.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Evansville  and  Terre 
Haute,  Ind.,  Louisville,  Ky.,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  Detroit,  Mich.,'  Milwaukee,  Wis., 
and  Belleville.  Ill.,  to  points  in  Alabama; 
and  (3)  canned  vegetables,  from  points 
in  Illinois  and  Wisconsin  to  points  in 
Greene,  Dallas.  Montgomery,  Hale  and 
Marengo  Counties,  Ala.,  points  in  Laud¬ 
erdale  County,  Miss.,  and  points  in 
Troup  and  Muscogee  Counties,  Ga. 

HEARING:  April  22, 1957,  at  the  Hotel 
Thomas  Jefferson,  Birmingham,  Ala.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  William  J.  Cave. 

No.  MC  116409,  filed  January  30,  1957, 
BULK  CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.  O.  Box  156, 
Limestone,  Tenn.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
James  E.  Wilson,  Continental  Bldg.,  14th 
and  K  Sts,,  NW.,  Washington  5,  D.  C. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  ,a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Spodumene  ore,  in  bulk,  from  Kings 
Mountain,  N.  C.,  and  points  within  five 
(5)  miles  thereof,  to  Sunbright,  Va.,  and 
points  within  five  (5)  miles  of  Sunbright. 

HEARING:  April  24,  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Charlotte,  N.  C.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  221,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  William  J.  Cave. 

No.  MC  116416,  filed  January  31,  1957, 
VIRGIL  REES,  Milton,  Ind.  For  au- 
thbrity  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  J’cr- 
tilizer  and  agricultural  lime,  from  Alli¬ 
ance,  Columbus,  Findlay,  Greenville, 
Lewisburg,  and  Lima,  Ohio,  and  points 
in  Ohio  in  the  Cincinnati  Commercial 
2^ne,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Indiana 
bounded  by  the  Indiana-Ohio  State  line 
on  the  east,  U.  S.  Highway  52  on  the 
south,  Indiana  Highly  3  on  the  west, 
and  Indiana  Highway  26  on  the  north, 
serving  all  points  on  the  portion  of  the 
highways  specified. 

HEARING:  April  18, 1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  I^oms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before 


Joint  Board  No.  60,  or.  If  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  116420,  filed  February  4,  1957, 
ROY  L.  McKAiN,  doing  business  as  Mc- 
KAIN  PRODUCE  COMPANY,  315  North 
2nd  St.,  Terre  Haute,  Ind.  For  author¬ 
ity  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  School 
paste,  in  glass,  ink  in  bottles,  mucilage  in 
bottles,  from  Terre  Haute,  Ind.  to  points 
in  Arkansas,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee 
and  Texas. 

HEARING:  April  17,  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before 
Examiner  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  116421,  filed  February  1957, 
ERNEST  HOMER  WA'TKINS,  152  Chip¬ 
pewa  Lake  St.,  Chippqwa  Lake,  Ohio. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  William  M.  Bar¬ 
rett,  Broadway  Bldg.,  Lorain,  Ohio.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Foodstuffs,  including  olives,  jellies,  jams 
and  syrups,  and  empty  containers  (in¬ 
cluding  bottles),  and  packing  materials 
and  other  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified)  used  in  transporting  the  com¬ 
modities  specified  between  Vermilion, 
Ohio,  and  points  in  Michigan,  Illinois, 
Indiana.  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Maryland,  Delaware,  West 
Virginia,  Virginia,  Kentucky,  Tennessee, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia, 
Alabama.  Florida,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Note:  Carrier  states  he  proposes  to  trans¬ 
port  the  commodities  specified  for  the  South 
Shore  Packing  Corporation  and  South  Shore 
Sales  Company  only. 

HEARING:  April  9.  1957,  at  the  Old 
Post  Office  Bldg.,  Public  Square  &  Su¬ 
perior  Ave.,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  116430,  filed  February  8,  1957, 
ORVILLE  SCHMIDT,  514  South  17th 
Avenue,  Wasau,  Wis.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Calude  J.  Jasper.  One  West  Main 
gt.,  Madison  3,  Wis.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Animal 
feed  and  poultry  feed,  in  bulk  and  in 
bags,  and  fertilizer,  from  points  in  Mara¬ 
thon  County,  Wis.,  to  points  in  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  Michigan. 

HEARING:  April  11.  1957,  at  the  Wis¬ 
consin  Public  Service  Commission,  Madi¬ 
son,  Wis.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  142. 

No.  MC  116431,  filed  February  11, 
1957,  H.  ;  BENAVIDES  Y  CIA.  S.  A., 
Ocampo  *  163,  Reynosa,  Tamaulipas, 
Mexico.  Applicant’s  attorney:  H.  H. 
Rankin,  Jr.,  P.  O.  Box  569,  Edinburg, 
Tex.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  over  regular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  General  commodities,  including 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment,  but 
excluding  commodities  of  unusual  value 
and  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  (1)  from 
the  port  of  entry  at  or  near  Hidalgo.  Tex., 
on  the  international  boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Mexico  to 
Hidalgo,  Texas,  over  U.  S.  Highway  281, 
serving  no  intermediate  points;  (2)  from 
the  port  of  entry  near  Progreso,  Tex.,  on 
the  international  boundary  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Mexico  to  Pro- 
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greso,  Tex.,  over  Texas  Highway  88,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  It  seeks  au¬ 
thority  to  transport  general  commodities  in 
foreign  commerce  only. 

HEARING:  May  13,  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Brownsville,  Tex.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  294,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  116435,  filed  February  14, 1957, 
CHARLES  C.  GAY,  doing  business  as 
GAY  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.  O.  Box 
4111,  Port  Wentworth,  Ga.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  T.  Baldwin  Martin,  503  First 
National  Bank  Bldg.,  Macon,  Ga.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Ammonium  nitrate  fertilizer  (pulver¬ 
ized),  in  bulk,  and  in  bags,  from  the  site 
of  the  Southern  Nitrogen  Company,  Inc., 
plant  at  Savannah,  Ga.,  and  from  Port 
Wentworth,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Florida, 
Georgia,  North  Carolina  and  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  points  in  Alabama  and  Tennessee 
on  and  east  of  U.  S.  Highway  31,  and 
points  on  and  east  of  U.  S.  Highway  31 W 
north  of  Nashville,  Tenn. 

HEARING:  April  12,  1957,  at  Peach¬ 
tree-Seventh  Bldg.,  50  Seventh  St.,  N.  E., 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  before  Examiner  Richard 
Yardley. 

No.  MC  116445,  filed  February  13, 1957, 
LORIN  A.  WALDRON,  10  Jackson  Street, 
Placerville,  Calif.  For  authority  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  a  regular 
route,  transporting:  Lumber,  from  the 
plant  site  of  the  Kelsey  Lumber  Co., 
Kelsey,  Calif.,  to  San  Francisco,  Calif., 
from  the  plant  site  of  the  Kelsey  Lumber 
Co.,  Kelsey,  over  California  Highway 
93-A  to  Placerville,  Calif.,  thence  over 
U.  S.  Highway  50  to  Sacramento,  Calif., 
and  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  40Jto  San 
Francisco,  serving  no  intermediate 
points. 

Note:  The  proposed  transportation  Is  to 
the  San  Francisco  Dock  area. 

HEARING:  April  23,  1957,  in  Room 
226,  Old  Mint  Bldg.,  Fifth  and  Mission' 
Sts.,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  75,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  F.  Roy  Linn. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

.  No.  MC  2353  (Sub  No.  8) ,  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  20,  1957,  MONUMENTAL  MOTOR 
TOURS,  INC.,  3319  Pulaski  Highway, 
Baltimore  24,  Md.  Applicant’s  attorney: 

'  S.  Harrison  Kahn,  726-34  Investment 
Bldg.,  Washington,  D.  C.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  and  express,  mail  and 
newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  seasonal  operations  be¬ 
tween  May  15  and 'September  15  of  each 
year,  between  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  Cape 
May,  N.  J.:  from  Baltimore  over  U.  S. 
Highway  40  to  Malaga,  N.  J.,  thence  over 
New  Jersey  Highway  47  to  Millville,  N. 
J.,  thence  over  New  Jersey  Highway  49 
to  Tuckahoe,  N.  J.,  thence  over  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  50  to  junction  with  U.  S. 
Highway  9  at  Seaville,  N.  J.,  thence  via 
connecting  road  to  Garden  State  Park¬ 
way  Interchange,  thence  over  Garden 
State  Parkway  to  junction  Garden  State 


Parkway  Interchange  and  New  Jersey 
Highway  585;  thence  over  New  Jersey 
Highway  585  to  junction  U.  S.  Highway 
9,  and  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  9  to 
Cape  May,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
between  Baltimore  and  intermediate 
points  on  the  route  in  Maryland,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Cape  May, 
N.  J.,  and  intermediate  points  on  the 
route  in  New  Jersey.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  similar  operations 
between  Baltimore,  Md.,  ^and  Atlantic 
City,  N.  J.,  and  charter  and  special  op¬ 
erations  in  Maryland,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  District  of  Columbia,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  April  22,  1957,  in  Room 
709,  U.  S.  Appraiser’s  Stores  Building, 
Gay  and  Lombard  Street,  Baltimore, 
Md.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  283. 

No.  MC  2880  (Sub  No.  13) ,  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  1.  1957,  SOMERSET  BUS  CO.,  INC., 
Route  22,  Mountainside,  N.  J.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Wilmer  A.  Hill,  Trans¬ 
portation  Bldg.,  Washington,  D.  C.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  between  Eliza¬ 
beth,  N.  J.,  and  Westfield,  N.  J.:  from 
junction  North  Ave.  and  Newark  Ave.  in 
Elizabeth  over  North  Ave.  to  Hillside, 
N.  J.,  thence  over  North  Ave.  to  Eliza¬ 
beth,  thence  over  North  Ave.  to  junction 
Elmora  Ave.,  thence  over  Elmora  Ave.  to 
junction  Westfield  Ave.  and  return  over 
Elmora  Ave.  to  junction  Magie  Ave., 
thence  over  Magie  Ave.  to  Union,  N.  J., 
thence  over  Magie  Ave.  to  junction 
Galloping  Hill  Road,  thence  over  Gallop¬ 
ing  Hill  Road  to  Kenilworth,  N.  J.,  thence 
over  Galloping  Hill  Road  to  junction 
Kenilworth  Blvd.,  thence  over  Kenil¬ 
worth  Blvd.  to  Cranford,  N.  J.,  thence 
over  Kenilworth  Blvd.  to  Westfield,  N.  J., 
thence  over'Springfield  Ave.  to  junction 
East  Broad  St.,  and  thence  over  East 
Broad  St.  to  junction  North  Ave.  in  West- 
field,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  similar 
operations  in  New  York  and  New  Jersey, 
and  charter  operations  in  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  April  15,  1957,  at  the  New 
Jersey  Board  of  Public  Utility  Commis¬ 
sioners,  State  OfiBce  Bldg.,  Raymond 
Blvd.,  Newark,  N.  J.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  1^9. 

No.  MC  3647  (Sub  No.  210) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1957,  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO¬ 
ORDINATED  TRANSPORT,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  80  Park  Place,  Newark,  N.  J.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Frederick  M. 
Broadfoot,  Assistant  General  Solicitor, 
Law  Department,  Public  Service  Coordi¬ 
nated  Transport,  Public  Service  Termi¬ 
nal,  Newark,  N.  J.  For  authority  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  and  express  and  newspa¬ 
pers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with  passengers. 


in  seasonal  operations  during  the  au- 
thorized  racing  season  of  each  year,  dur¬ 
ing  the  months  of  August,  September, 
and  October,  at  the  Atlantic  City  Race 
Track,  Hamilton  Township,  N.  J.,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  junction  U.  S.  Highway  30  and 
Cologne  Avenue,  Galloway  Township, 
near  Germania,  N.  J.,  and  the  entrance 
of  the  Atlantic  City  Race  Track  in  Ham¬ 
ilton  Township,  N.  J.,  from  junction  U.  S. 
Highway  30  and  Cologne  Avenue,  Gallo¬ 
way  Township  over  Cologne  Avenue  to 
junction  Oak  Street,  thence  over  Oak 
Street  to  the  entrance  of  the  Atlantic 
City  Race  Track  in  Hamilton  Township, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
no  intermediate  points;  (2)  between 
junction  U.  S.  Highway  30  and  Tilton 
Road  in  Galloway  Township,  N.  J.,  and 
the  entrance  of  the  Atlantic  City  Race 
Track  in  Hamilton  Township,  N.  J.,  from 
junction  U.  S.  Highway  30  and  Tilton 
Road  in  Galloway  Township,  over  Tilton 
Road  to  junction  Leipzig  Avenue,  thence 
over  Leipzig  Avenue  to  the  entrance  ol 
the  Atlantic  City  Race  Track  in  Hamil¬ 
ton  Township,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  points; 
and  (3)  between  junction  Cologne  Ave¬ 
nue  and  Oak  Street,  Galloway  Town¬ 
ship,  N.  J.,  and  jimction  U.  S.  Highway 
322  (Black  Horse  Pike) ,  N.  J.,  and  Co¬ 
logne  Avenue,  over  Cologne  Avenue,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  conduct  similar  opera¬ 
tions  in  New  Jersey  and  New  York. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  season  of 
operation  will  be  during  the  racing  meet  at 
the  Atlantic  City  Race  Track  which  is  usually 
durii^g  the  months  of  August,  September,  and 
October  of  each  year.  However,  these  dates 
do  fluctuate  because  of  the  assignment  of 
racing  days  to  the  three  tracks  in  New  Jersey. 
Applicant  states  that  it  is  only  their  intention 
to  operate  during  the  racing  season  at  tbe 
Atlantic  City  Race  Track. 

HEARING:  April  12,  1957,  at  the  New 
Jersey  Board  of  Public  Utility  Commis¬ 
sioners,  State  Office  Bldg.,  Raymond 
Blvd.,  Newark,  N.  J.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  119. 

No.  MC  3647  (Sub  No.  212) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  26,  1957,  PUBLIC  SERVICE  C(?- 
ORDINATED  TRANSPORT,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  80  Park  Place,  Newark,  N.  J.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Frederick  N.  Broadfoot, 
Public  Service  Terminal,  Newark  1,  N.  J. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
express  and  newspapers  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  (1)  from  junction 
Garden  State  Parkway  at  Exit  143A  over 
access  road  to  Washington  Ave.,  thence 
over  Washington  Ave.  to  junction 
Springfield  Ave.,  and  thence  over  Spring- 
field  Ave.  to  Irvington  Bus  Terminal,  all 
within  the  Town  of  Irvington,  N.  J.,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points;  (2)  from 
junction  Millburn  Ave.  and  Vaux  Hall 
Road,  Millburn,  N.  J.,  over  Vaux  Hall 
Road  to  junction  U.  S.  Highway  22  in 
Union,  N.  J.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
(3)  from  junction  U.  S.  Highway  22, 
Garden  State  Parkway  and  Morris  Ave., 
Union,  N.  J.,  over  access  roads  to  Garden 
State  Parkway,  thence  over  Garden  State 
Parkway  to  join  with  applicant’s  existing 
authority  on  Garden  State  Parkway  at 
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Exit  and  Entrance  roads  143A  In  Irving¬ 
ton,  N.  J.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  intermediate  points.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  passenger 
operations  in  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  Mount  Vernon,  Va., 
and  specified  points  in  Pennsylvania. 

HEARING:  April  8,  1957,  at  the  New 
Jersey  Board  of  Public  Utility  Commis¬ 
sioners,  State  Office  Bldg.,  Raymond 
Blvd.,  Newark,  N.  J.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  119. 

Applications  in  Which  Handling  With¬ 
out  Oral  Hearing  is  Requested 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  936  (Sub  No.  28) ,  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  15,  1957,  VAT  .LEY  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  1107  “D”  St.,  Fresno,  Calif.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  regular  and  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  General  commodities,  except 
those  of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment,  between  points  in  California  as 
follows:  (1)  between  Bakersfield  and 
Tulare  over  U.  S.  Highway  99;  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Famoso  and  Yettem,  from  Famoso 
over  an  unnumbered  highway  connect¬ 
ing  with  U.  S.  Highway  99  at  or  near  Fa¬ 
moso  to  junction  unnumbered  highway 
and  California  Highway  65  at  or  near 
Ducor,  thence  over  California  Highway 
65  to  junction  unnumbered  county  high¬ 
way  at  or  near  Elderwood,  and  thence 
over  unnumbered  county  highway  to 
Yettem;  (3)  between  Visalia  and  Wood- 
lake,  from  Visalia  over  California  High¬ 
way  198  to  Lemoncove,  thence  approxi¬ 
mately  one  mile  to  junction  California 
Highway  198  and  unnumbered  highway, 
thence  over  said  unnumbered  highway 
to  Woodlake;  (4)  between  Tulare  and 
Lindsay  over  unnumbered  highway;  (5) 
between  junction  of  California  Highway 
198  with  U.  S.  Highway  99  at  or  hear 
Tipton  and  junction  California  Highway 
190  and  California  Highway  65  at  or  near 
Porterville  over  California  Highway  190; 
(6)  between  Pixley  and  Terra  Bella 
over  unnumbered  highway;  (7)  between 
Earlimart  and  Ducor  over  unnumbered 
highway;  (8)  between  the  junction  of 
unnumbered  highway  with  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  99  approximately  three  (3)  miles 
north  of  Delano  and  Richgrove  over  said 
unnumbered  highway;  (9)  between 
Fresno  and  Reedley,  from  Fresno  over 
California  Highway  180  to  Minkler  and 
thence  over  Reed  Avenue  to  Reedley; 
and  return  over  the  afore-described  same 
routes,  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
and  the  off-route  points  of  Oil  City,  Oil- 
dale,  Rosedale,  Shatter,  Wasco,  Plano, 
Porterville,  Exeter^  Ivanhoe,  Farmers- 
ville,  Woodville,  and  Sanger,  and  those 
points  in  a  territory  adjacent  to  Los 
Angeles  and  the  Los  Angeles  Harbor 
Commercial  Zone  described  as  follows: 
Beginning  at  the  point  of  the  Ventura 
County-Los  Angeles  County  boundary 
line  intersects  the  Pacific  Ocean;  thence 
northeasterly  along  said  county  line  to 
the  point  it  intersects  State  Highway 
No.  118,  approximately  two  miles  west  of 
Chatsworth;  easterly  along  State  High¬ 
way  No.  118  to  Sepulveda  Blvd.;  north-* 
erly  along  Sepulveda  Blvd.,  to  Chats¬ 


worth  Drive;  northeasterly  along  Chats¬ 
worth  Drive  to  the  corporate  boundary 
of  the  City  of  San  Fernando;  westerly 
and  northerly  along  said  corporate 
boundary  to  McClay  Avenue;  northeast¬ 
erly  along  McClay  Avenue  and  its  pro¬ 
longation  to  the  Angeles  National  Forest 
Boundary;  southeasterly  and  easterly 
along  the  Angeles  National  Forest  and 
San  Bernardino  National  Forest  bound¬ 
ary  to  the  county  road  known  as  Mill 
Creek  Road;  westerly  along  Mill  Creek 
Road  to  the  county  road  3.8  miles  north 
of  Yucaipa;  southerly  along  said  county 
road  to  and  including  the  unincorpo¬ 
rated  community  of  Yucaipa;  westerly 
along  Redlands  Blvd.,  to  U.  S.  Highway 
No.  99;  northwesterly  along  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  No.  99  to  the  corporate  boimdary  of 
the  City  of  Redlands;  westerly  and 
northerly  along  said  corporate  boimdary 
to  Brookside  Avenue;  westerly  along 
Brookside  Avenue  to  Barton  Avenue; 
westerly  along  Barton  Avenue  and '  itS' 
prolongation  to  Palm  Avenue;  westerly 
along  Palm  Avenue  to  La  Cadena  Drive; 
southwesterly  along  La  Cadena  Drive  to 
Iowa  Avenue ;  southerly  along  Iowa  Ave¬ 
nue  to  U.  S.  Highway  No.  60;  south¬ 
westerly  along  U.  S.  Highways  Nos.  60 
and  395  to  the  county  road  approxi¬ 
mately  one  mile  north  of  Perris;  easterly 
along  said  county  road  via  Nuevo  and 
Lakeview  to  the  corporate  boundary*  of 
the  City  of  San  Jacinto;  easterly,  south¬ 
erly  and  westerly  along  said  corporate 
boimdary  to  San  Jacinto  Avenue;  south¬ 
erly  along  San  Jacinto  to  State  Highway 
No.  74;  westerly  along  State  Highway 
No.  74  to  the  corporate  boundary  of  the 
City  of  Hemet;  southerly,  westerly  and 
northerly  along  said  corporate  boundary 
to  the  right  of  way  of  The  Atchison, 
Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  Railway  Company; 
southwesterly  along  said  right  of  way  to 
Washington  Avenue;  southerly  along 
Washington  Avenue,  through  and  in¬ 
cluding  the  unincorporated  community 
of  Winchester  to  Benton  Road ;  westerly 
along  Benton  Road  to  the  county  road 
intersecting  U.  S.  Highway  No.  395,  2.1 
miles  north  of  the  unincorporated  com¬ 
munity  of  Temecula;  southerly  along 
said  county  road  to  U.  S.  Highway  No. 
395;  southeasterly  along  U.  S.  Highway 
No.  395  to  the  Riverside  County-San 
Diego  County  boundary  line;  westerly 
along  said  boundary  line  to  the  Orange 
County-San  Diego  County  boundary 
line;  southerly  along  said  boundary  line 
to  the  Pacific  Ocean;  northwesterly 
along  the  shore  line  of  the  Pacific  Ocean 
to  point  of  beginning.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
California. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  by  this  appli¬ 
cation  It  seeks  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  from  this  Commission 
in  lieu  of  operations  conducted  under  the 
second  proviso  of  section  206  (a)  (1).  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act.  authorized  May  8,  1962 
in  No.  MC  936  (Sub  No.  23),  and  cancelled 
September  21.  1956,  pursuant  to  proceedings 
in  No.  MC-F-5054  wherein  Consolidated 
Copperstate  Lines,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  was 
granted  control  of  VATJiKY  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC. 

No.  MC  26120  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  28,  1957,  GEORGE  L.  HOOKER, 
Tuscorawas  Road,  Uhrichsville,  Ohio. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Richard  H. 


Brandon,  Hartman  Bldg.,  Columbus  15, 
Ohio.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting.  Vitrified  clay  sewer  pipe, 
vitrified  clay  sewer  pipe  fittings,  clay 
products  (except  ceramic  tile,  earthen¬ 
ware  and  pottery  in  containers)  and  ma¬ 
terials  used  in  the  installation  of  all  such 
commodities,  from  Uhrichsville,  Ohio, 
and  points  within  5  miles  of  Uhrichsville, 
and  from  points  in  Palm3n:a  Township, 
Portage  County,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Flor-  * 
ida.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport 
similar  commodities  in  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  and  West  Virginia. 

No.  MC  30605  (Sub  No.  91),  filed  No¬ 
vember  23, 1956,  THE  SANTA  PE  TRAIL 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  Broadway  and  English  Streets, 
Wichita,  Kans.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  The  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa 
Fe  Railway,  R.  S.  Outlaw,  Solicitor,  80 
Blast  Jackson  Blvd.,  Chicago  4,  HI.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 

(1)  General  commodities,  except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading,  between  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
and  Holbrook,  Ariz.,  over  U.  S.  Highway 
66 ;  and  between  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  and 
Ash  Fork.  Ariz.,  from  Los  Angeles  over 
U.  S.  Highway  60  to  Wickenburg,  Ariz., 
thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  89  to  Ash 
Fork,  and  return  over  the  same  route 
(also  from  Los  Angeles  over  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  99  to  Indio,  Calif.,  and  return), 
serving  all  intermediate  and  off-route 
points  which  are  stations  on  the  rail 
lines  of  the  Atchison.  Topeka  and  Santa 
Fe  Railway  Company  on  U.  S.  Highway 
66  between  San  Bernardino,  Calif.,  in¬ 
cluding  San  Bernardino,  and  Holbrook, 
Ariz.,  and  on  U.  S.  Highway  60  and  U.  S. 
Highway  89  between  Blirthe,  Calif.,  in¬ 
cluding  Blsrthe,  and  Ash  Fork,  Ariz., 
except  those  points  sought  by  applicants 
through  application  on  Form  BMC  44 
filed  jointly  herewith  for  purchase  of 
the  operating  rights  of  Meddock' Truck 
Line.  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  under  MC 
67388  and  MC  67388  (Sub  Nos.  10  and 
12) ;  and  (2)  Class  A  and  B  explosives 
(except  liquid  nitroglycerine)  between 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and  Holbrook,  Ariz., 
over  U.  S.  Highway  66;  between  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.,  and  Ash  Fork,  Ariz.,  from 
Los  Angeles  over  U.  S.  Highway  60  to 
Wickenburg,  Ariz.,  thence  over  U.  S. 
Highway  89  to  Ash  Fork,  and  return 
over  the  same  route  <also  from  Los  An¬ 
geles  over  U.  S.  Highway  99  to  Indio,- 
Calif.,  and  return  over  the  same  route), 
serving  all  intermediate  and  off-route 
points  which  are  stations  on  the  rail 
lines  of  the  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa 
Fe  Railway  Company,  on  U.  S.  Highway 
66  between  San  Bernardino,  Calif.,  in¬ 
cluding  San  Bernardino,  and  Holbrook, 
Ariz.,  and  on  U.  S.  Highway  60  and  U.  S. 
Highway  89  between  Blythe,  Calif.,  in¬ 
cluding  Bljrthe,  and  Ash  Fork,  and  the 
following  off-route  points  which  are 
served  by  the  Atchison,  Topeka  and 
Santa  Fe  Railway  Company:  Hunting- 
ton  Park,  Los  Angeles  Harbor,  Long 
Beach,  Wilmington,  San  Pedro,  Watson 
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and  Arlington,  Calif.;  and  those  in  the 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  commercial  zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission;  between 
Williams,  Ariz.,  and  Grand  Canyon, 
Ariz.,  over  Arizona  Highway  64,  serving 
all  intermediate  and  ofNroute  points 
which  are  stations  on  the  rail  lines  of 
The  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Company;  and  between  Aguila, 
Ariz.,  and  Congress  Jimction,  Ariz.,  over 
Arizona  Highway  71,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  as  an  alternate  route, 
for  operating  convenience  only,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  authority  applied  for 
herein  between  Los  Angeles  and  Wick- 
enburg,  RESTRICTION:  The  service  to 
be  performed  by  the  carrier  in  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  Class  A  and  B  explosives 
to  be  limited  to  service  which  is  auxiliary 
•to,  or  supplemental  of,  rail  service  of 
the  railway  and  carrier  shall  not  serve, 
or  interchange  traffic  at,  any  point  not 
a  station  on  a  rail  line  of  the  railway. 

Note;  Applicant  has  filed  an  application 
on  Form  BMC  44  to  acquire  operating  rights 
of  Meddoctc  TYuck  Line,  and  states  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  application  is  to  obtain  au¬ 
thority  to  serve  intermediate  and  off-route 
points  along  the  routes  of  Meddock  Truck 
Line  which  are  stations  on  the  Atchison, 
Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Railway  and  which 
Meddock  Truck  Line  is  not  authorized  to 
serve.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct 
operations  in  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Kansas, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico.  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas. 

No.  MC  30887  (Sub  No.  71),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1957,  SHIPLEY  TRANSFER, 
INC.,  534  Main  Street,  Reisterstown,  Md. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Asphalt,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Baltimore,  Md.,  to  Mansfield,  Pa. 

No.  MC  78400  (Sub  No.  8) ,  fUed  Feb¬ 
ruary  12,  1957,  JOHN  MEYER.  LEO 
FLOTTMANN,  ROY  PLOTTMANN,  and 
OLIN  PLOTTMANN,  doing  business  as 
BEAUFORT  TRANSFER  CO.,  Gerald, 
Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Joseph  R. 
Nacy,  117  West  High  Street,  Jefferson 
City,  Mo.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  a  regular  route, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment,  between  the  plant  site  of  the 
Kingsford  Charcoal  Company,  approx¬ 
imately  six  (6)  miles  southwest  of  Belle, 
Mo.,  and  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  from  the 
plant  site  of  the  Kingsford  Charcoal 
Company,  over  unnumbered  highway  to 
junction  Missouri  Highway  28,  thence 
over  Missouri  Highway  28  to  junction 
U.  S.  Highway  50,  thence  over  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  50  to  Kansas  City,  and  return  over 
-  the  same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  similar  commodities  in  Illinois 
and  Missouri. 

Note:  Applicants  state  that  they  do  not, 
at  this  time,  intend  to  tack  or  Join  the 
authority  herein  sought  to  any  authority 
now  held  by  them  under  this  Commission. 
Duplication  with  present  authority  to  be 
eliminated. 

No.  MC  94350  (Sub  No.  11),  filed 
February  19,  1957,  TRANSIT  HOMES, 
INC.,  22644  Gratiot  Avenue,  Kaiser  Bldg., 


East  Detroit,  Mich.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Harold  G.  Hernly,  1624  Eye 
Street,  N.  W.,  Washington  6,  D.  C.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Trailers,  designed  to  be  drawn  by  pas¬ 
senger  automobiles,  in  initial  movements, 
by  the  truckaway  method,  from  Boca 
Raton.  Fla.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  to  all  points  in  the 
United  States. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub  No.  108),  filed 
November  28,  1956,  WALTER  M.  CHAM¬ 
BERS,  doing  business  as  W.  M.  CHAM¬ 
BERS  TRUCK  LINE,  P.  O.  Box  687,  105 
Giuffrias  Ave.,  New  Orleans  7,  La.  For 
authority  to  operate  a$  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Anhydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  New  Iberia,  La.  to  points 
in  Mississippi.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  conduct  operations  in  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Texas,  Alabama,  Georgia,  and 
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No.  MC  108158  (Sub  No.  44),  filed 
December  26,  1956,  MID  CONTINENT 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1313  W.  Reno, 
P.  O.  Drawer  1438,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Max  G.  Morgan, 
443-54  American  National  Building, 
Oklahoma  City  2,  Okla.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  a 
reg¥dar  route,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  between  Chicago,  Ill., 
and  Mansfield,  Ohio,  from  Chicago  over 
U.  S.  Highway  41  to  junction  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  30,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  30  to 
Delphos,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway 
30-N  to  Mansfield,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  but  serving  Mansfield,  Ohio  for 
joinder  purposes  only,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only,  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
regular  route  operations.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Illi¬ 
nois.  Indiana,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  and 
Wisconsin. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  in  order  to 
eliminate  any  question  regarding  “tacking” 
or  the  usage  of  highways,  it  is  filing  the  in¬ 
stant  application  agreeing  that  it  will  sur¬ 
render  any  duplication  and/or  that  only  a 
single  right  shall  be  received.  Applicant 
further  states  that  the  granting  of  the  above 
service  wiU  not  change  the  type  or  character 
of  service  which  it  is  presently  rendering 
and  will  in  no  manner  affect  the  competitive 
situation  between  the  involved  points;  that 
a  grant  of  the  above  route  will  merely  enable 
it  continue  an  existing  operation  between 
authorized  points  by  a  somewhat  shorter 
route  and  by  better  highways. 

No.  MC  109637  (Sub  No.  42) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  14, 1957,  GASOLINE  TRANSPORT 
CO.,  4500  Bells  Lane,  Louisville,  Ky.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Charles  W.  Dobbins, 
310  West  Liberty  Louisville,  Ky.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pe¬ 
troleum  and  petroleum  products,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Lawrenceville,  HI., 
and  points  within  5  miles  thereof,  to 
Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  and  points  within 


10  miles  thereof,  Including  Lovell  Field. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport 
similar  commodities  in  Kentucky,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Illinois  and  Tennessee. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  1511  (Sub  No.  112),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  25,  1957,  PACIFIC  GREYHOUND 
LINES,  371  Market  St.,  San  Francisco  5, 
Calif.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Earl  A. 
Bagby,  same  address  as  applicant.  For 
authority  to  operate-as  a  common  carrier, 
over  a  regular  route,  transporting:  Pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  and  express, 
in  the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  be¬ 
tween  Bradshaw  Road  Junction,  Calif., 
and  Grant  Line  Road  Junction,  Calif,, 
from  junction  Bradshaw  Road  and  U.  S. 
Highway  50  (Bradshaw  Road  Junction), 
over  Bradshaw  Road  to  Grant  Line  Road, 
thence  over  Grant  Line  Road  to  junction 
U.  S.  Highway  99  (Grant  Line  Road 
Junction),  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  points,  as 
an  alternate  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only,  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  authorized  regular  route  opera¬ 
tions  between  Sacramento  and  Placer- 
ville,  Calif.,  and  between  El  Paso,  Tex., 
and  Portland,  Oreg.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Texas, 
Oregon,  CalifOTnia,  New  Mexico,  Arizona, 
and  Nevada. 

No.  MC  1511  (Sub  No.  113),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  25,  1957,  PACIFIC  GREYHOUND 
LINES,  371  Market  St.,  San  Francisco  5, 
Calif.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Elarl  A. 
Bagby,  same  address  as  applicant.  Ebr 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  a  regular  route,  transporting: 
Passengers  and  their  baggage,  and  ex¬ 
press,  in  the  same  vehicle  with  passen¬ 
gers,  between  Sacramento,  Calif.,  and 
Ostrom,  Calif.,  from  Sacramento  over 
Garden  Highway  to  junction  El  Centro 
Blvd.,  thence  over  El  Centro  Blvd.  to 
Rio  Oso,  thence  over  Bear  River  Road 
to  Pleasant  Grove  Road  to  Forty-Mile 
Road  to  junction  U.  S.  Highway  99E 
(Ostrom),  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  points,  as 
an  alternate  route  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only,  in  connection  with  applicant’s 
authorized  regular  route  operations  be¬ 
tween  Sacramento,  Calf.,  and  Red  Bluff, 
C^alif.,  over  U.  S.  Highways  99E  and  40. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Texas,  Oregon,  California,  New 
Mexico,  Arizona,  and  Nevada. 

No.  MC  116397,  filed  January  24,  1957, 
ALFRED  WALLEN,  doing  business  as^ 
MISSOURI  SOUTHERN  COACHES,  215 
East  Wayne  Street,  Ironton,  Mo.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Joseph  R.  Nacy,  117 
West  High  Street,  Jefferson  City,  Mo. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  a  regular  route,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
express,  mail,  and  newspapers,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  between 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  Van  Buren,  Mo.,  from 
St.  Louis  over  U.  S.  Highway  67  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.  S.  By-Pass  67,  thence  over  U.  S. 
By-Pass  67  to  junction  Missouri  High¬ 
way  21  (Concord  Village,  formerly  desig¬ 
nated  South  Aff  ton) ,  thence  over 
Missouri  Highway  21  to  junction  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  110,  thence  over  Missouri 
Highway  110  to  De  Soto,  Mo.,  thence 
over  Jefferson  County  Highway  “N”  to 
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junction  Missouri  Highway  21,  thence 
over  Missouri  Highway  21  via  Ironton-, 
Mo.,  to  junction  Missouri  Highway  49, 
thence  over  Missouri  Highway  49  to  Pied¬ 
mont,  Mo.,  thence  over  Missouri  High¬ 
way  34  to  junction  Missouri  Highway  21, 
thence  over  Missouri  Highway  21  to 
junction  U.  S.  Highway  60,  thence  over 
U.  S.  Highway  60  to  Van  Buren,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
intermediate  points  between  Mehlville, 
Concord  Village,  West  Mattese,  Meramec 
River  Bridge,  Antonia  Road  and  Missouri 
Highway  21,  Hillsboro,  De  Soto,  Vineland 
Road,  Fertile  Junction  (Missouri  High¬ 
ways  104  and  21),  junction  Missouri 
Highways  47  and  21,  Old  Mines,  Potosi, 
Caledonia,  Belleview,  Graniteville,  Pilot 
Knob,  Ironton,  Arcadia,  Hoga,  Glover, 
Chloride,  Sabula,  Annapolis,  Vulcan,  Des 
Arc,  Gads  Hill,  Piedmont,  Leeper,  Black 
River  Bridge,  Wayne  and  Reynolds 
County  Line,  Clearwater  Dam  Junction, 
Garwood,  and  junction  Missouri  High¬ 
way  21  and  U.  S.  Highway  60,  including 
the  termini,  EXCJEPT  that  no  service  is 
sought  to  be  authorized  between  St. 
Louis  and  Mehlville,  Mo.,  or  between 
Mehlville  and  Concord  Village,  Mo. 

Note;  Applicant  states  that  he  seeks 
charter  coach  authority  from  the  above - 
described  regular  route  points  to  all  points 
in  the  United  States  In  Interstate  commerce. 
This  is  not  to  be  interpreted  as  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  irregular  route  authority  sepa¬ 
rately.  Applicant  intends  only  to  avail  him¬ 
self  of  the  charter  coach  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  208  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 
Applicant  further  states  that  the  matter 
was  included  in  the  application  only  for 
emphasis,  and  to  align  the  application  with 
the  statements  of  witnesses  appended 
thereto. 

Applications  Under  Sections  5  and 
210a  (b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  carriers 
of  property  or  passengers  under  sections 
5  (2)  and  210a  (b)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  certain  other  pro¬ 
cedural  matters  with  respect  thereto. 
(Federal  Register  Volume  21,  page  7339, 
§  1.240,  September  26,  1956.) 

MOTOR  carriers  OP  PROPERTY 

No.  MC-F  6501  (correction)  published 
in  the  February  6,  1957,  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register  on  page  752.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  additional  authority  should  have 
been  included:  Used  machinery,  used 
store,  office,  and  factory  supplies  and  fix¬ 
tures,  used  heating  and  plumbing  equip¬ 
ment,  and  used  lumber,  as  a  common 
carrier  over  irregular  routes  between 
points  in  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island, 
and  New  Hampshire;  waste  paper,  rags, 
wool  sweepings,  and  used  metals,  from 
points  in  Providence  County,  R.  I.,  and 
certain  points  in  New  Hampshire  to  Bos¬ 
ton,  Mass.,  and  points  within  15,  miles 
of  Boston;  dodgem  boats,  between  Ames- 
bury.  Mass.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  New  York,  Connecticut, 
New  Jersey,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
Maine,  Delaware,  and  Michigan. 

No.  MC-P  6522.  Authority  sought 
by  CONSOLIDATED  PREIGHTWAYS, 
INC.,  2029  N.  W.  Quimby,  Portland,  Oreg.» 

No.  46 - 7 


to  merge  the  operating  rights  and  prop¬ 
erty  of  BEARDMORE  TRANSFER 
LINE,  INC.,  118  West  Second  Avenue, 
Spokane,  Wash.  Applicants’  attorney: 
Donald  A.  Schafer,  803  Public  Service 
Bldg.,  Portland,  Oreg.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  merged:  Structural  steel, 
machinery  (except  machinery  used  in  or 
incidental  to  mining  operations),  ma¬ 
chine  parts,  articles  of  unusual  size, 
weight,  or  bulk,  and  materials  supplies, 
and  equipment  used  in  or  incidental  to, 
road  construction,  and  forestry  opera¬ 
tions,  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  between  points  in  Ferry,  Stevens, 
Pend  Oreille,  Lincoln,  Spokane,  Adams, 
Whitman,  Franklin,  Walla  Walla,  Co¬ 
lumbia,  Garfield,  and  Asotin  Counties, 
Wash.,  and  those  in  Idaho,  Lewis,  Nez 
Perce,  Letah,  Clearwater,  Shoshone, 
Benewah,  Kootenai,  Bonner,  and  bound¬ 
ary  Counties,  Idaho,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  Oregon,  Idaho,  and  Montana;  ma¬ 
chinery,  materials,  supplies,  and  equip¬ 
ment,  used  in  or  incidental  to  mining 
operations,  between  points  in  Ferry, 
Stevens,  Pend  Oreille,  Lincoln,  Spokane, 
Adams,  Whitman,  Franklin,  Walla 
Walla,  Columbia,  Garfield,  and  Asotin 
CoU&ities,  Wash.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Washington, 
Oregon.  Idaho,  and  Montana,  between 
points  in  Idaho,  Lewis,  Nez  Perce,  Latch, 
Clearwater,  Shoshone,  Benewah, 
Kootenai,  Bonner,  and  Boundary 
Counties.  Idaho,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Washington  and 
Idaho;  machinery,  which  by  reason  of 
size  or  weight  requires  special  equip¬ 
ment,  between  points  in  Washington, 
Oregon.  Idaho,,  and  Montana.  CON¬ 
SOLIDATED  FREIGHTWAYS,  INC.,  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  Oregon,  Washington,  Califor¬ 
nia,  Idaho,  Utah,  Montana,  North 
Dakota,  Minnesota,  Michigan,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Arizona.  Nevada,  Illinois,  Wyoming 
and  Iowa.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a  (b). 

No.  MC-F  6523.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  HOWARD  E.  LeFEVRE,  171 
Riverside  Drive,  Newark,  Ohio,  of 
SERVICE  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  700 
Clements  Bridge  Road,  Barrington,  N.  J. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Clarence  D.  Todd, 
1825  Jefferson  Place,  N.  W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C.  Operating  Rights  sought  to 
be  controlled:  Corrugated  pulpboard 
containers  and  sheets,  flat,  or  folded  flat, 
as  a  contract  carrier  over  irregular 
routes  from  Trenton,  N.  J.,  to  points  in 
Maryland,  those  in  New  York,  except 
New  York  City,  and  those  in  Delaware 
except  Wilmington;  pulpboard  paper, 
from  Garwood,  N.  J.,  to  Baltimore,  Md. ; 
building  materials,  except  lumber,  struc¬ 
tural  steel,  and  hardware,  between 
Chester,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  certain  points  in  Maryland, 
certain  points  in  Delaware,  certain  points 
in  New  York,  and  points  in  New  Jersey 
and  the 'District  of  Columbia,  and  be¬ 
tween  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Camden, 
N.  J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Baltimore  Md.,  points  in  New  Jersey  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  certain  points 
in  Pennsylvania,  certain  points  in  Del¬ 
aware,  certain  points  in  Maryland,  and 
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certain  points  in  New  York.  HOWARD 
E.  LeFEVRE  is  not  a  motor  carrier  but! 
is  principal  stockholder  of  (a)  B  &  L, 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC,  and  (b)  j 
ATLAS  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  both 
contract  carriers  located  in  Newark, 
Ohio,  which  are  authorized  to  operate  in 
(a)  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  West  Virginia, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  New  York,  Maryland, 
Illinois,  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Missouri, 
Kansas,  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island 
and  the  District  of  Columbia  and  (b) 
Ohio,  Michigan,  New  York,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  West  Virginia,  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New  Jersey, 
Maryland,  Delaware,  Virginia,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Wisconsin,  Illinois, 
Missouri  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  under  section  210a  (b) . 

No.  MC-P-6524.  Authority  sought  for 
control  and  merger  by  BOWMAN 
TRANSPORTA'nON,  INC.,  1010  Stroud 
Avenue,  East  Gadsden.  Ala.,  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  and  property  of  FULLER 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  1200  Shull  Street, 
West  Columbia,  S.  C.,  and  for  acquisition 
by  RALPH  M.  BOWMAN,  also  of  East 
Gadsden,  Ala.,  of  control  of  such  rights 
and  property  through  the  transaction. 
Applicants’  attorneys:  H.  Charles 
Ephraim.  1001  15th  St..  N.  W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C.,  and  R.  J.  Reynolds,  Jr.,  1403 
C  &  S  Bank  Bldg.,  Atlanta  3,  Ga.  Oper¬ 
ating  rights  sought  to  be  controlled  and 
merged:  General  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions  including  household 
goods  and  commodities  in  bulk,  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
between  points  in  South  Carolina,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in 
North  Carolina.  BOWMAN  'TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  is  authorized  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Alabama, 
Tennessee,  Georgia,  South  Carolina.  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Maryland,  Florida,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Mississippi,  Arkansas,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Delaware,  and  West  Virginia. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a  (b) . 

No.  MC-F  6625.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  ’THURSTON  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  <  Pender  Street  Extension, 
Wilson,  N.  C.,  of  a  portion  of  the  .operat¬ 
ing  rights  of  UNION  STORAGE  8t 
WAREHOUSE  CX>MPANY,  INC,,  doing 
business  as  NORTH  SOUTH  LINES, 
2501  North  Tryon  Street,  Charlotte,  N.  C., 
and  for  acquisition  by  D.  J.  'THURSTON, 
JR.,  also  of  Wilson,  N.  C.,  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  representative:  D.  J.  Thurston, 
Jr.,  P,  O.  Box  390,  Wilson,  N.  C.  Oper¬ 
ating  rights  sought  to  be  transferred: 
General  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions  including  household  goods  and 
commodities  in  bulk,  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  over  irregular  routes,  between  Char¬ 
lotte,  N.  C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  South  Carolina; 
household  goods,  between  Charlotte, 
N.  C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  South  Carolina.  Vendee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  North  Carolina,  Virginia,  Florida, 
South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee.  Appli¬ 
cation  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a  (b). 
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No.  MC-F-6526.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  THOMPSON  BROS., 
INC.,  1225  6th  Street,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  of  the  operating  rights  and  prop¬ 
erty  of  MARION  GOPCEVIC  and  LU- 
RAH  VOUTE,  doing  business  as  DODD 
WAREHOUSE  and  DRAYAGE  COM¬ 
PANY,  190  Lombard  Street,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco.  Calif.,  and  for  acquisition  by 
JOHN  H.  KEMP,  JR.,  also  of  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.,  of  control  of  such  rights 
and  property  through  the  purchase. 
Applicants'  attorneys:  Edward  M.  Berol. 
100  Bush  Street.  San  Francisco  4,  Calif., 
and  John  G.  Lyons,  Mills  Tower,  San 
Francisco  4,  Calif.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  (a)  Quicksil¬ 
ver,  as  a  common  carrier,  over  regular 
routes,  from  New  Almaden  Quicksilver 
Mines  (near  Almaden,  Calif.)  over  un¬ 
numbered  highways  to  San  Jose,  Calif., 
thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  101  to  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  also  from  San  Jose 
over  U.  S.  Highway  101  to  San  Francisco, 
and  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  50  to 
Oakland.  Calif.,  serving  the  intermediate 
and  off-route  points  of  San  Francisco 
and  Alameda.  Calif.,  from  New  Almaden 
Quicksilver  Mines  to  San  Jose,  Calif., 
as  specified  above,  thence  over  Califor¬ 
nia  Highway  17  to  Oakland,  Calif.,  and 
thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  50  to  San 
Francisco,  serving  the  intermediate  and 
off-route  points  of  Alameda  and  Oak¬ 
land,  Calif.,  from  Sonoma  Quicksilver 
mines,  (near  Guemeville,  Calif.,  over 
unnumbered  highways  to  Guemeville, 
Calif.,  thence  over  California  Highway 
12  via  Sebastopol,  Calif.,  to  Santa  Rosa. 
Calif.,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  101 
via  Cotati  and  San  Rafael,  Calif.,  to 
San  Francisco,  and  thence  over  U.  S. 
Highway  50  to  Oakland,  from  Sonoma 
Quicksilver  Mines  to  Sebastopol  as  speci¬ 
fied  above,  thence  over  unnumbered 
highway  to  Cotati,  and  thence  to  San 
Francisco  as  specified  above,  serving  the 
intermediate  and  off-route  points  of 
San  Francisco  and  Alameda,  and  from 
Sonoma 'Quicksilver  Mines  to  San  Ra¬ 
fael,  Calif.,  as  specified  above,  thence 
over  unnumbered  highways  and  the 
Richmond-San  Rafael  Ferry  to  Rich¬ 
mond,  Calif.,  and  thence  over  U.  S. 
Highway  40  to  Oakland,  Calif.,  serving 
the  off-route  point  of  Alameda,  Calif.; 
bar  solder,  from  Sacramento,  Calif.,  to 
the  port  of  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points;  wooden  bed 
frames,  from  Port  Chicago,  Calif.,  to 
the  port  of  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points;  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions  in¬ 
cluding  household  goods  and  those  re¬ 
quiring  refrigeration,  over  irregular 
routes,  between  points  in  San  Francisco 
County,  Calif.;  pears,  in  seasonal  opera¬ 
tion  from  the  1st  day  of  July  to  the 
31st  day  of  October  both  inclusive,  from 
Kelseyville  and  Finley,  Calif.,  to  San 
Francisco,  Oakland,  Hopland,  and 
Ukiah,  Calif.;  and  (b)  operations  under 
the  Second  Proviso  of  section  206a  (1) 
in  the  transportation  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  as  a 
common  carrier,  in  the  San  Francisco 
Bay  Area  as  more  specifically  described 
in  said  statement.  Vendee  is  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  as  both  a  common  and 
contract  carrier  in  California,  and  also 


under  the  Second  Proviso  of  section 
206a  (1)  in  the  State  of  California. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  imder  section  210a  (b). 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-1678;  Piled,  Mar.  6.  1957; 
8:45  a.  xn.l 


Fourth  Section  Applications  for  Reliep 
March  4, 1957. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFTR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

LONG-AND-SHORT  HAUL 

PSA  No.  33329:  Elbows  and  pipe—4*a- 
cific  Coast  points  to  New  Orleans,  La. 
Filed  by  W.  J.  Prueter,  Agent,  for  inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  elbows  and 
pipe,  furnace,  aluminum,  straight  or 
mixed  carloads,  also  flue  or  vent  jJtpe, 
boiler,  furnace,  radiator,  stove  or  water 
heater,  double  wall,  steel  and  aluminum, 
with  or  without  steel  or  steel  and  alumi¬ 
num  fittings,  in  straight  or  mixed  car¬ 
loads  from  Pacific  coast  and  intermediate 
points  taking  origin  rate  basis  1  and  4 
in  tariff  named  below,  to  New  Orleans, 
La. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes 
through  higher-rated  destination  groups. 

Tariff:  Supplement  60  to  Agent  Prue- 
ter’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  1574. 

PSA  No.  33330 :  Fruits  and  vegetables — 
Pacific  coast  to  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
and  Tennessee  points.  Filed  by  W.  J. 
Prueter,  Agent,  for  interested  rail  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  on  fruits,  including  prunes, 
dried  or  evaporated,  straight  or  mixed 
carloads;  also  fresh  frozen  berries,  fruits 
and  vegetables,  in  mixed  carloads  under 
refrigeration  from  Pacific  coast  points 
and  points  Intermediate  thereto  taking 
origin  rate  basis  1  and  4  in  tariff  named 
below  to  Jackson,  Miss.,  Memphis,  Term., 
and  New  Orleans,  La.,  on  frozen  berries, 
fruits  and  vegetables,  and  Memphis  and 
New  Orleans  on  dried  fruits. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes 
through  higher-rated  destination  groups. 

Tariff:  Supplement  60  to  Agent  Prue- 
ter’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  1574. 

FSA  No.  33331:  Soda  ash — Solvay  and 
Syracuse,  N.  Y.,  to  Illinois  and  Missouri. 
Piled  by  O.  E.  Schultz,  Agent,  for  inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  soda  ash, 
in  bulk  in  cars,  carloads,  from  Solvay 
and  Syracuse,  N.  Y.,  to  Chicago,  Chicago 
Heights,  Joliet,  Alton,  Wood  River,  East 
St.  Louis,  m.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion  and  circuitous  routes. 

Tariff:  Supplement  12  to  Agent  C.  W. 
Boin’sl.  C.C.A-1116. 

PSA  No.  33333 :  Iron  and  steel  articles-^ 
Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  group  to  points  in  trunk 
line  territory.  Filed  by  H.  R.  Hinsch, 
Agent,  for  interested  rail^carriers.  Rates 
on  iron  and  steel  articles,  carloads  from 
Buffalo,  Black  Rock  and  Suspension 


Bridge,  N.  Y.,  to  specified  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Washington, 
D.C. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes 
over  the  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway 
System.  . 

Tariff:  Supplement  267  to  Agent 
Hinsch’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  3422. 

FSA  No.  33334:  Stone-College  and 
Pikeville,  Tenn.,  to  St:  Louis,  Mo.  Filed 
by  P.  C.  BUratzmeir,  Agent,  for  interest^ 
rail  carriers.  Rates  on  stone,  carloads 
from  College  and  Pikeville,  Term.,  to  St 
Louis,  Mo. 

Groimds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes 
In  part  west  of  the  Mississippi  River. 

raA  No.  33335:  Substituted  servke- 
motor-rail-motor-C.  &  N.  W.  Piled  by 
Midwest  Haulers,  Inc.,  for  itself  and  the 
Chicago  Great  Western  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  and  Masters  Fast  Freight,  Inc. 
Rates  on  freight  loaded  in  highway 
trailers  and  transported  on  railroad  flat 
cars  between  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and  points  in 
central  states,  middle  Atlantic  states. 
New  England  and  middle  west  territories, 
on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor  truck  com¬ 
petition. 

AGGREGATE-OF-INTERMEDIATES 

FSA  No.  33332:  Soda  Ash-Solvay  and 
Syracuse,  N.  Y.,  to  Illinois  and  Missouri. 
Filed  by  O.  E.  Schultz,  Agent,  for  inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  soda  ash, 
(other  than  modified  soda-ash) ,  in  bulk 
in  cars,  carloads  from  Solvay  and  Syra¬ 
cuse,  N.  Y.,  to  CJhicago,  C^cago  Heights, 
Joliet,  Alton,  Wood  River,  East  St.  Louis, 
lU..  and  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Maintenance  of  de¬ 
pressed  market  competitive  rates  from 
and  to  above  named  points  without  their 
use  in  constructing  combination  rates  to 
points  beyond  not  faced  with  same  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff :  Supplement  12  to  Agent  C.  W. 
Boin’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  A-1116. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1714;  Piled,  Mar.  6,  1957; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


[No.  32076] 

Arizona  Intrastate  Freight  Rates  and 
Charges 

NOTICE  OF  investigation  AND  ASSIGNHENT 
OF  HEARING 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Division  2,  held  at  its 
ofBce  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  25th^ 
day  of  February  A.  D.  1957. 

It  appearing  that  a  petition  dated  No¬ 
vember  23, 1956,  has  been  filed  on  behalf 
of  The  Atchison,  Topeka  and  San^  Fe 
Railway  Company  and  Southern  Pacific 
Company;  common  carriers  by  railroad 
operating  to,  from,  and  between  points 
in  Arizona  in  intrastate  and  interstate 
commerce,  averring  that  in  Ex  Parte  No. 
168,  Increased  Freight  Rates,  1948,  272 
I.  C.  C.  695;  276  I.  C.  C.  9;  Ex  Parte  No. 
175,  Increased  Freight  Rates,  1951,  28L 
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I.  C.  C.  557;  284  I.  C.  C.  589;  298  I.  C.  C. 
395;  and  Ex  Parte  No.  196,  Increased 
Freight  Rates  1956,  298  I.  C.  C.  279,  the 
Commission  authorized  carriers  subject 
to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  parties 
thereto  to  make  certain  increases  in  their 
freight  rates  and  charges  for  interstate 
application  throughout  the  United 
States;  and  that  increases  under  such 
authorizations  have  been  made; 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  peti¬ 
tioners  allege  that  the  Arizona  Corpora¬ 
tion  Commission  has  refused  to  author¬ 
ize  or  permit  them  to  apply  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  the  following  commodities 
moving  intrastate  by  railroad  in  Arizona 
increases  in  freight  rates  and  charges 
thereon  corresponding  to  those  approved 
for  interstate  application  in  the  pro- 
ce^ings  above  cited : 

Ores  and  concentrates. 

Manganese  ore. 

Livestock. 

Lime  rock. 

High  explosives. 

Ck>ttonseed  meal. 

Cottonseed  cake. 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  peti¬ 
tioners  allege  that  such  refusals  cause 
and  result  in  undue  and  unreasonable 
advantage,  preference,  and  prejudice  as 
between  persons  and  localities  in  intra¬ 
state  conunerce,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
interstate  commerce,  on  the  other  hand, 
and  in  undue,  unreasonable,  and  unjust 
discrimination  against  interstate  com¬ 
merce  in  violation  of  section  13  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act; 

It  further  appearing  that  there  have 
been  brought  in  issue  by  the  said  peti¬ 
tion  rates  and  charges  made  or  imposed 
by  authority  of  the  State  of  Arizona; 

And  it  further  appearing,  that  the 
Arizona  Corporation  Commission  on 
January  9,  1957,  filed  a  reply  to  said 
petition: 

It  is  ordered.  That  in  response  to  the 
said  petition,  an  investigation  be,  and  it 
is  hereby,  instituted,  and  that  a  hear¬ 
ing  be  held  therein  for  the  purix)se  of 
receiving  evidence  from  the  respondents 
hereinafter  designated  and  any  other  in¬ 
terested  persons  to  determine  whether 
the  rates  and  charges  of  the  common 
carriers  by  railroad,  or  any  of  them, 
operating  in  the  State  of  Arizona,  for  the 
intrastate  transportation  of  property 
made  or  imposed  by  authority  of  the 
State  of  Arizona,  cause  or  will  cause,  by 
reason  of  the  failure  of  such  rates  and 
charges  to  include  increases  correspond¬ 
ing  to  those  permitted  by  this  Commis¬ 
sion  for  interstate  traffic  in  said  Ex 
Parte  Nos.  168,  175  and  196,  supra,  any 
undue  or  unreasonable  advantage,  pref¬ 
erence,  or  prejudice  as  between  persons 
or  localities  in  intrastate -commerce,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  on  the  other  hand,  or  any 
undue,  unreasonable,  or  unjust  discrim¬ 
ination  against  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  and  to  determine  what  rates  and 
charges,  if  any,  or  whatT  maximum,  or 
minimum,  or  maximum  and  minimum 
rates  and  charges  shall  be  prescribed  to 
remove  the  unlawful  advantage,  prefer¬ 
ence,  prejudice,  or  discrimination,  if  any, 
that  may  be  found  to  exist; 


It  is  further  ordered.  That  all  common 
carriers  by  railroad  operating  within  the 
State  of  Arizona  which  are  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  Commisi^on  be,  and 
they  are  hereby,  made  respondents  to 
this  proceeding;  that  a  copy  of  this  or¬ 
der  be  served  upon  each  of  the  said  re¬ 
spondents;  and  that  the  State  of  Arizona 
be  notified  of  the  proceeding  by  sending 
copies  of  this  order  and  of  said  petition 
by  registered  mail  to  the  Governor  of 
the  said  State  and  to  the  Arizona  Corpo¬ 
ration  Commission  at  Phoenix,  Ariz.; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  notice  of 
this  proceeding  be  given  to  the  public  by 
depositing  a  copy  of  this  order  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  for  public  in¬ 
spection,  and  by  filing  a  copy  with  the 
Director,  Division  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  Washington,  D.  C.; 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby, 
assigned  for  hearing  on  April  1,  1957,  at 
9:30  o’clock  a.  m.,  U.  S.  Standard  Time, 
at  the  offices  of  the  Arizona  Corporation 
Commission,  Phoenix,  Arizona,  before 
Examiner  William  J.  Sweeney,  Jr. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1715:  Piled,  Mar.  6.  1957: 

8:50  a.  m.] 


Fourth  Section  Applications  for 
Relief 

March  1,  1957. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

LONG-AND-SHORT  HAUL 

FSA  No.  33323 :  Less  than  carload  vol¬ 
ume  class  rates  in  Official  Territory. 
Filed  by  O.  E.  Schultz,  Agent,  for  inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  various 
commodities  moving  on  less  than  carload 
volume  class  rates  between  points  in  offi¬ 
cial  (including  Illinois)  territory  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Indiana  Harbor  Belt 
Railroad  Company. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Short-line  dis¬ 
tance  formula  and  circuity. 

Tariff:  Supplement  18  to  Agent  C.  W. 
Boin’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  A-1051. 

PSA  No.  33324:  Gypsum  products — 
From  Akron  and  Wheatland,  N.  Y.  Piled 
by  O.  E.  Schultz,  Agent,  for  interested 
rail  carriers.  Rates  on  gypsum  and 
plaster  blocks,  planks,  slabs  and  tile,  car¬ 
loads  from  Akron  and  Wheatland,  N.  Y., 
to  specified  points  in  states  in  southwest¬ 
ern  and  western  trunk-line  territories. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Modified  short¬ 
line  distance  formulas  and  circuitous 
routes. 

Tariffs:  Supplement  47  to  Agent  C.  W. 
Boin’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  A-1034  and  four 
other  tariffs. 

FSA  No.  33325 :  Sugar  (.returned  ship¬ 
ments)  from  and  to  points  in  Southern 


Territory.  Filed  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr., 
Agent,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  sugar,  beet  or  cane,  liquid  or  invert, 
tank-car  loads,  and  sugar  beet  or  cane 
in  bulk  moving  in  a  self -clearing  perma¬ 
nently  enclosed  car,  as  further  described 
in  the  application  from  points  in  south¬ 
ern,  official  Illinois,  Western  trunk-line 
and  southwestern  territories  to  points  in 
southern  territory  returned  to  original 
point  of  shipment. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Carrier  competi¬ 
tion  and  circuity. 

Tariffs:  Supplement  11  to  Alternate 
Agent  J.  H.  Marque’s  I.  C.  C.  445  and  two 
other  tariffs. 

FSA  No.  33326:  Fine  coal — South¬ 
western  mines  to  Aladdin  and  East 
Waterloo,  Iowa.  Piled  by  P.  C.  Kratz- 
meir.  Agent,  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  fine  screened  coal,  carloads 
from  specified  points  in  Arkansas,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Missouri,  and  Oklahoma  to  Aladdin 
and  East  Waterloo,  Iowa. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion  and  circuity.  ' 

Tariff :  Supplement  41  to  Agent  W.  J. 
Prueter’s  I.  C.  C.  A-3969.  Supplement 
141  to  Agent  P.  C.  Kratzmeir’s  I.  C.  C. 
3920. 

PSA  No.  33327 :  Gravel — Cayuga,  Ind., 
to  Neoga,  III.  Piled  by  R.  G.  Raasch, 
Agent,  for  the  New  York,  Chicago  and  St. 
Louis  Railroad  Company.  Rates  on 
gravel,  road  surfacing,  screened,  car¬ 
loads  from  Cayuga,  Ind.,  to  Neoga,  HI. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  of 
motor  carriers  from  wayside  pits  to  job 
sites. 

Tariff:  Supplement  39  to  New  York, 
Chicago  and  St.  Louis  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  6210. 

PSA  No.  33328 :  Foreign  woods — South 
Atlantic  and  Virginia  ports  to  North 
Carolina.  Piled  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr., 
Agent,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  lumber,  logs,  built-up  wood,  flitches 
and  piling,  and  veneer  of  foreign  woods, 
carloads  from  Charleston.  S.  C. ;  Savan¬ 
nah  and  Port  Wentworth,  Ga.,  More- 
head  City  and  Wilmington,  N.  C.,  Nor¬ 
folk,  Newport  News  and  Richmond,  Va., 
to  specified  points  in  North  Carolina. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Circuitous  routes. 

Tariff :  Supplement  178  to  Agent  C.  A. 
Spaninger’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  1369. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

'Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1677;  Piled,  Mar.  5,  1957; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  Alien  Property 

Manufactures  de  Produits  Chimiques 
DU  Nord  “Establissements  Kuhlmann" 

NOTICE  of  intention  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to 
return,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
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NOTICES 


of  publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty  located  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  in¬ 
cluding  all  royalties  accrued  thereunder 
and  all  damages  and  profits  recoverable 
for  past  infringement  thereof,  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserva- 
.tory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  and  Propertp 

Manufactures  de  Prodults  Chimlques  du 
Nord  “Establlssements  Kuhlmann**,  Paris, 
France;  Claim  No.  43899.  Property  described 
In  Vesting  Order  No.  293  (7  F.  R.  9836,  No¬ 
vember  26,  1942)  relating  to  U.  S.  Patent 
Application  Serial  Nos.  229,220  (now  Patent 
No.  2.316,220);  336,416  (now  Patent  No. 
2,316,809);  300,233  (now  Patent  No.  2,320,- 
678);  322,623  (now  Patent  No.  2,328,465). 
and  338,782  (now  Patent  No.  2,352,652),  and 
property  described  In  Vesting  Order  No.  666 
(8  F.  R.  5047,  April  17.  1943)  relating  to 
U.  S.  Letters  Patent  Nos.  2,240,841  and 
2,250,129.  Vesting  Orders  Nos.  293  and  666. 


■  Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
February  27, 1957. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[SEAL]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property, 


[F.  R.  Doc.  67-1728;  Filed.  Mar.  6,  1967; 
8:54  a.m.] 


Nanny  Wunderly  ex  al. 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant^o  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to  re¬ 
turn,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty,  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrease 


resulting  from  the  administratioii 
thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserv¬ 
atory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Locatioa 

Nanny  Wunderly,  Zurich,  Switaerlaod; 

6304.70  in  the  Treas\iry  of  the  United.  Stataa 
Elisabeth  Amann,  Z\irich,  Switrorlaod; 

6304.70  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  StaS! 
Margarete  Buhler,  Zurich.  Switzerland; 

6304.70  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  Stat^ 
Claim  No.  59696;  Vesting  Order  No.  9068, 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
February  27,  1957. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 


[SEAL]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-1729;  Piled.  Mar.  6,  1951; 
'  8:54  a.  m.] 
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